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= Aving, ont of Curioſity, for ſome years before the late wons a=. 


. rue Rules thereof, have very well obtained.among all intelligent Readers; 


The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 
To all Impartial and unprejudiced Readers, eſpecially thoſe of 
-our- Hopeful and Ingenious Nobility, and Gentry. : 


| ful happy Revolution, as well as ſince, for the ſatisfaFion of my 
own Conſcience, carefully peruſed all Treatiſes of any-value that 
have been publiſhed of late years concerning the Original, and Rights of* 
Civil Government, 4s well of Monarchy, as the other kinds thereof ; as al> 
ſo oof the Antient Government, and Fundamental Conſtitutions of this 
Kingdom, TI have found it neceſſary in order to my better retaining of 
what T had read, and making a more certain Fudgment thereupon, to 
commit to writing the moſt conſiderable Arguments on both ſides, as well 
of thoſe who have Monarchy to be Jure Devino, as of thoſe who only allow 
zt to Grvernment in general ; of thoſe who hold an Abſolute Subje&ion, or 
Paſſive Obedience (as their Phraſe #) as well as of thoſe who bold Reſiſtance 
in ſome Caſes neceſſary : of thoſe that maintain our Monarchy to have been 
limitted,by the very conſtitution it ſelf,&9 of thoſe that ſuppoſe all our rights, 
and Liberties, nay, the very Being of Parliaments themſelves, to owe-thesr 
Or:ginal wholly to the gracious Conceſſion, and Favour of our former Kings. 
Having made ſome impartial Collef&tions of ths Nature, TI ſhewed them to 
fome Friends, who told me they thought they might prove of great uſe for 
the ſatisfying of ſome mens doubts and ſcruples concen 7 Lawful Obedi- 


ence to the Government of their preſent Majeſties, as looking upon it as 


the beſt and moſt ingenious way of Conviftion to propoſe: the Arguments 
fairly on both ſides, without interpoſing my own Fudgment, but to leave 
ze to the intelligent, and impartial Reader to embrace that fide on which 
he found the moſt rational and convincing Arguments: Thus task, tho 
troubleſome enough, I was prevail d with to undertake, not” for Fame's 
fake, ſince I do not deſire to be known ; but meerly for the puplich good and 
happineſs of my Country; but being alſo ſatisfied that a Subjett of this 
great important deſerved more pats than what Thad yet beſtowed upon it, 
and to be handled in a ure Artificial Method,than the old dry Scholaftich 
way of Objeftion, and Solution : Itherefore thought that it would prove 
more pleaſant, as well as -qrafitable for the Readers ( eſpecially thoſe of our | 
young Nobiltty and Gentiyg fJarwphom T principally deſign tha undertake 
ing) to dige(t all that I had"qutatten on theſe Subjetts into ſo many diſtin 
Dialogues, or Converſations, Juppoſed to be held between two intimate 
Friends, who, notwithſtanding their different Principles and Opintions' 
in Politicks,had always maintained a ſtriftand generous correſpondency: but 
T was the more inclined to this way of writing,not only becauſeT have obſerve 
ed that Controverſial matters written by way of Dialogue, according to the 
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The Epiſtle Dedicatory.. | 
but alſo fince the Subjetts T treat of are of a-mice nature;” and that the Col- 
letions Thad made contained ſtrit Inquiries into the Principles, and Te« 
nets, in the Writings of diverſe perſons of Reputation for Learn ing, and 
Tngenuity ; I was ſenſible how invidicus a Task.it muſt be to write 0N-Pure 
pale againſt ſo many great men, as alſo how troubleſom and tedious it 


| 4 wand prove to my ſelf, as well as the Readers, to purſue and confute the 
<OF7n:015: of any Author page by page, ſince it muſt be chiefly imputed to 
"that mannar of managing of Controverſies, that anſwers to Books prove ſo - 
"Fnacceptable to the World, And though T grant that this way of writ- 
ing hath alſo its difficulties and objeions, as being. more diffuftve, and ſo 
raking up more time both to write and read Diſcourſes Dialogue-wiſe ; 
where either one of other of the Diſputants 1 often apt to rovefrom the Sub- 
je ; yer I muſt alſo affirm, that thu may be in great part prevented by the 
Writer, who may, if he pleaſes, take care to keep cloſe ro the Queſtion, and 
not ſtart afreſh, Hare, till. the old one s run down; and as for the dif- 
fuſiveneſs of Dialogues above Polemical Diſcourſes, that is no conſiderable 
Objeftion, fince a man may either make, or anſwer Objetions in almoſt as 
few words this way as the other. And tho it be granted that matter of 


. - meer-formin- Dialogues are more tedious, yet the Reader, as well as Travel- 


ler. will find that the pleaſantneſs of the Road often makes amends for its 
heing ſomewhat about. Bit whether T have truly purſued the Rulcs of 
Dialogue in thi, and the enſuing Diſcourſes T intend to publiſh on theſe 
Subje&s,. Imuſt leave to the Readers Fudgment ; but this much I think I 
©. mayſafely affirm,that T have carefully avoided all bitter C5 refleting lang u- 
age 0n either ſide, fince I deſigne theſe Diſcourſes for common places of Ar- 
guments, not forms of Railing : And I have alſo declined ſhewing ny ſelf 
4: Party, arggiving my own Opinion in any Queſtion propoſed, and there- 
fore I'oave not made either of my Diſputants converting each other to hi 
own Opinion; ſince I know nothing us more eaſie in wer, bb Dzaloguer, 
well a Romances, than to make the Knight Errant always beat the Gyant. 
__ _ But it s fit T give you fome account of thu preſent Diſcourſe, as alſo of 

the reſt that may. follow-it. Thu firſt Dialogue then # chiefly on this. 
Queſtion; Whether any particular Species of Government is of 
Drvine Right, or Inſtitution. ? The next ſball be, Wherher there can 
be-made out from the natural, or reyealed Law of God any Suc- 
cefhon to Crowns by Divine Right ?.,Thethird and fourth, Whether 
Paſhve Obedience ( #t #5 called) or anallalateNonrefſtance of the 
Supream-Powers, in any caſe wharſoevergbe enjoyned by the Law 
of: Nature, and the holy Scriptures ? 4 Wh 


[s alfo, Whether this hath al- 
ways beenthe DoCtrine-of our Reformed Church of England ? The 
fifth concerns the Original of Civil Authority, in what ſenſe it is de- 
rived from God, and in what form rhe People, and whether their 
Conſent be always neceflary to makeany Government to be obcy- 
ed for Conſcience ſake ? The ſixth: ſhall treat of the Original, and 


Funda- 


The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 
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Fundamental Conſtitution of our Engliſh Government, whether it 


| | ©» . . 1 d | 
abfolu 1 Mited Monarchy: inits firlt Infticution 3 an 
whoker ns is and bath been: the ſole Legiſlative Ax dad fx 
the Nation ?. The ſeventh, Whether the Parliament, TN of 
ſel, owe its Orignal to the meer-Grace, and Favour ot ou oun 


—__ - irution it ſelf * « Kings 
or whether it is not. as Antient as the Cont : The eighth 


| | ution, and the Cor ; 
and [og ; Whether oor were ks F] Recogniti or - .\VENTIONS and | 
preſent Parliament's Po not Lonely... of their preſent 
Majeſties K.Willzam and yon 1 pA .and according to the 
Antient Conftitution, and Fun —_— i _- rnment of this King-. 
dom ? and conſequently, Whether _ o of Allegiance may not be 
taken to them,not only as King _ » © « de fatto but de Fure? 

In all which Difcourſes Thave ©/'r 21 114 contrafted the beſt Argu= 
ments that I could find made uſe of by the moſt conſiderable both Antient and. 
Modern Authors, either in Latt pe, or Engliſh, eſpecially the Pamphlets 
that have been writ on either fide. ſince the late Revolution : But as for thoſe 
in our own Language, when-et/er any Author ſpeaks ſo well, and argugs ſo 
cloſely, that to put it znto 0t her v,ords would make it worſe, I have ſtill put 
the Arguments of either one, 0r other of the Diſputants in his own words, . 
tho, becauſe T would not be thyught guilty of Plagtary,T have truly quoted 
the book and page from whence T took it, and I hope no Author will take 
it-ill, if T have made boid ſometimes to contraf their Arguments, without 
altering their ſenſe, or words farther, than by putting in or out a wordor 
expreſſion to make the [tvle run the more ſmoothly,and Ideſire they would not 
think T write on purpoſe to confute them: ſince I freely declare my deſign "Þ 
not to write againſt any man's Opinions, gs they are hi, but only freely to 
examine them, in order to an impartial diſcovery of the Truth ; and ſince 
ſome of them may have been perhaps, too commonly, and fa vourably received 
by our ordinary Gentry and Clergy, if therefure any ingenious perſon will 
take upon him farther to aſſert or vindicate any Opinion here queſtioned 
either by the one or other of our Diſputants,and will clearly, and fairly ſhew - 
me where any Argument might have been put more home, or any Objeton 
more- folidly anſwered, I ſhall be ſo far from taking it amiſs, that I ſhall ra- - 
ther give 'him my thanks for his pains ; and do here farther promuſe to 
infert all, or atleaſt the ſubſtance of hs Arguments under. their poper Heads, 
with all due acknowledgments to their Authors, if ever the Diſcourſes will 
bear a ſecond Impreſſion ;anltyFde/ire him, whoſoever he ſhall be,ſofar to imi» 
tate the Gentlemen who areJuppoſed to converſe in theſe Dialogues, as to: for. + 
bear ail rude Refletions,and courſe Language,otherwiſe I hope they will give 
me their parden if Tonly take notice of Ne, Reaſons,and paſs by their Paſſion. . 

Nor would T have any Candid Reader-to flight the two firſt Dialogues, . 
becarife they treat of Opinions at preſent ont of faſhion . viz. The Divine 
Right of Monarchy and. Succeſſion from the Patriarchal Power - 
given by God to Adam, ſince ou may eaſily remember that it # not 

| | many . 
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The Epiſtle Dedicatory. | 
many years ago, that our Pulpits and Preſſes would ſcarce ſuffer any 0 
ther DoFrines either ro. be Preacht or Publiſht, than on theſe Subjeits : 
Tr faring with ſome Political Opinions, as with Faſhions, which are 
never ſo generally received, and mworng, as when they have been in Vogue 
at Court, Thoſe Divines and Lawyers who were the firſt Inventers, or 
new Vampers of them, commonly her ms the greateſt Rewards and, Pre- 
ferments, who ( as the Court Taylors did Faſhons ) could invent ſuch 
DoRtrines,. aud Opinions, as were moſt burthenſome, and uneaſie to all 
fort of People, except a few Great ones, who were to gain by them'; and 
I defire you alſo farther to conſider, that howevex odd, or unreaſonable 
theſe DoArines may ſeem to moſt men, yet certainly they muſt have, at 
"leaſt, a great appearance of Truth, ſince they were able to Captivate the 
Reaſons of the Major part of both Hoiſes of Convocation in the begining 
of the Reign of King James the Firſt, they then declaring them by 
ſeveral Cannons, = on-purpoſe, the only ſure Founaaticns of all Civil 
Authority, as alſo of Obedience thereunto ;, as plainly appears by that late 
Treatiſs which goes under the name of Biſhop Overal's Convocation- 
Book. And tho neither the King, nor Parliament, then thought fit to 
give thoſe Cannons the ſtamp of Civil Authority, whereby they might be- 
come Laivs: Tet for all thu, it did not hinder divers Learned, and. In- 
genious men, ds well of Clergy, as Laity, from embracing theſe Opinions, 
'ſach.as were Sir Robert Filmer, and hs Vindicatior Mr. B, as alſo the 
moft Reverend and Learned Biſhop Sanderſon, with divers others of 
note, whoſe Arguments T have made uſe of, and conſidered in the two 
firſt Dialogues, and that in a way as little refleftive as poſſible ; ſince I 
know what i due to the memory and fame of ſ11c! greats and worthy Per- 
ſons ; and therefore I have only made uſe of the initial Letters of their 
Names, or Titles of their Books in the Maygine, with an Index at the be- 
giining of each Diſcourſe, ſhewing what Book each mark, does ſignifie , 
which Method T have perſued through all the reſt of theſe Diſcourſes; 
and, of what 1 not ſo marke, I Yefire the Reader to look upon the words, 
if not the ſenſe, to be my own ; ſince TI do not pretend tobe an Inventer of 
new Notions in. Politichs, and there # no man more ſenſible than my 

' ſelf of that OldLatine Sentence, Nihil dictum, quod non dictum prius. 
But tho' I have alrealy finiſht al: off all the Diſcourſes, on the SubjeFs 
above mentioned, yet am I not very fond of publiſhing them, aſter ſo many 
ſeveral Treatiſes that have been written thereon tho' my deſign be for the 
ſaving of the Readers money as well as time, toreduce what i material in 
| all of them into ſo many 12d. Books; and therefere I have at preſent pab- 
liſhed this firſt Dialogue, as an Introanfion to the ref, that according to the 
ſucceſs I find thr meets with abroad, I thay be more, or leſs encouraged to pro- 
ceed ; nor need it ſeem Sirange to any conſidering perſon, that 1 chuſe rather 
to publiſh one Diſcourſe at # time ; ſince it 15 but yoo publick a Complaint how 
| fearce a Commodity Money (as well as Paper) 1 at this time. . 

| At 
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And therefore I have given the Printer leave to publiſh one of theſe Diſ® 
courſes in a. month, or oftner, as he ſhall think good, ſince 1 am ſenſible the © 
, greateſt part of common Readers would rather part with eight or ten ſhillings 
at ſo many ſeveral times, than all at once ; and have therein endeavoured to 
imitate the Great Council of the Nation, who hawe thouzht fs to divide the 
preſent Pole-Tax into four quarterly Payments, 

I have but one thing more to advertiſe the Reader ; - viz. That tho the Title 
of this Diſcourſe mentions no wore than the diſcuſſing the Queſtion: Divine 
Right of Monarchy, yet the natural Powers of Fathers, ani Maſters of Fa- 
 milies, and! Freemen, are here diſhin#ly treated of, and cloſely eriquired into, 
as being the firſt Elements, or Principles of all Civil Powers, as thoſe alone 
out of which they could be at- firſt regularly made, and into which they are 
#p0x the diſſolution of Civil Governments again to be reſolved. 

To conclude therefore, 1 hope that the Arguments in this, and all the follow: 
ing Diſcourſes, may prove ſo plain and convincing to all careful, and unpre- 
judiced Readers, that they may. as eaſily diſcover the Trath, as an honeſt un- 
byaſs d Fury-man can at a Tryal judge on which ſide the Right and Fuſlice of 
the Cauſe inclines, upon the bare hearing the Evidence on both ſides ; nay, even 
before the Court hath ſummed it up : Since, I think, it may prove more uſe- 
ful, as well as divertrve, to hear, or peruſethe Arguments, and Reaſons, in 
ſhort, that may be brought ow either ſide, and thereon 10 paſs a Judgment, 
than to Read over the tedious and Voluminous Deeds, and Evidences of the 
Eftate in Queſtion, But en which ſide ſoever you bring in youy- Verdieh, I 
heertily wiſh that God would diref# your minds, and guide your Fudgments to 
find out and embrace the Truth, which as it was the only End of my writing, 
fo it us now and will be alſo of publiſhing this and thoſe other Treatiſes, T intcud . 
on the Subjefs I have before mentioned, _ 


Adieus. 


The Subje "of f the Fiſt Dielogue. | 

Zz 7Herher Heroliciey Monarchy be” of Divine 
Right or Jaſtitution 2, .. ' - 

Authors made uſe of in this Dialogue, and how denoted. 


* in the Margin... - 
I. Obſervations on Grotias de Bell & 
Pack. R. F. 0.6. ; 6 - 
L 2. Patriarcha F. P. " 
1, Sir Rob ert 3: boy fe 1 or limited Monar- 
i yank , | 4. Preface to the Obſervations on "+ 
h | feotle F.-P.O. 
_— | 5. Dire&ions for Obedience to Gover- 
"= © . 4. nours. D.0. 6, 


= Preface to Sir Robert Filmer $ Patri- 
_& 2.Mr, Bohun's archa. B, P.P. & 

| | — His Concluſion to the ſame. B, C.P. 
y Farlarchs 202 Monarcha. P.N.M. 


F .' _ 4s Grotius de Fure Belli © Pacu. G.F.B. 
> .. 57. Pufendorf de Fure Nature © Gentium. P. F N. 


* 


6: Two Treatifes of Government.'7. 7.6. 

a 7.  Ruſhworth's Hiſtorical Colle&ions. R: ZH. C. 

H - 8. Biſhop Sande#ſfor's —_ to the power of the 
- _ Prince, &c. B, S. PP 


- 


_—_—_—— 


_ = 


" Aqertifiſnent. 


 Defire always to be underſtood, that- when 1 ale 
- uſe of-the word People, I do not mean the vulgar or 
mixt multitude, but in the flate'sf Nature the whole 
© Body of Free-men and women, eſpecially the Fathers and. 
Maſters of Families ; and in a:Giymali State, all degrees ' 
of men, as- wg 1 the Nobility and Clergy, as the Common 
eek, prog | 


Mr. M EANWELL, a Civil Lawyer; 
Suppoſed to be. immediately. upor'the late 
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/ 71 ae Ay | ſ! ; 17.43 O14 
NG FAME S's firſt Departure... 
OI T3 EA 2356403 STT6 garnets Train bl.”  mmid 
F. O-OD Morrow Sir, what ! at your Study thus 'early' this Morn- 
Ng : alinn ; PAN” $6d 
M, That is no wonder, if you were acquainted ' with my 
Hours : But' pray Sir, may I not likewiſe ask' yon' what 'ex- 
traordinary occaſion brings you' out-of your Lodgings fo nuick ſooner than 
your ordinary time ? Ed REO LEE ot: Fon oe bed LL 
F. Why Sir, Ill tell you: Being awake very early this Mornitig, and not 
able to ſleep for thinking onthe great Change, that'might happen, let either 
the King or Prince get the better : and hearing ſome odd Rumours laſt Night * 
of rhe King's Intentions to go away- :-'I was reſolved to get up, and go'tothe 
Coffee-houſe, to hear what News ; where* I had: ſcarce fate :down,- before & 
Gentleman comes in from Whitehal, and brings us 2 certain account, that the 
King withdrew himſelf 'this Morning betweed three ind' four ofthe Clock; no 
+ - Body knows' whither, (tho' nevſt 'bUicye he is gone after the Queen into 
France ) which 1 thought would be'fo ſurprizing ( I will not ſay welcome) to 
you, - that being ſo near your Lodgings, -I thought it would be worth while to 
ſtep up, and rell you of it, and'take your Thoughts of this great ( and F hope 
happy } Change, .which ſo''great- a Revolution is likely to produce in this 
SHON, © nn abt EIU OG LT TAR 6426-44 oo SORE, 1B 832 6 dy. 
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E:. 2  Bibliothzea Palitica; | 
M. 1 thank you, Sir, for your kindneſs,. tho” it is not half an Hour ago; 

that one I. employ in ſome Buſineſs relating to a Client of mine, came hither, 
and gave me the ſame account that you do, tho” it was ne great ſurprize to 
me,.. for ever fince Sunday that the King ſent the Queen and Prince away, 1 be: 
liev'd that he gave the Game for lef. 

| . F.- I muſt confefs 7 was of another Md. _and thought that when he had 
ſecured the Queen and Child, he would Haze. had one Bruſh with the Prince 
before he could have got to Londoy, and if he had the worſt of it, he could. 
have bur gone away at laſt. But to leapaway. gn. this Maqner, agd to. looſe 


Three Kingdoms without eyer ſtriking one/Rroks, it i$.nob,-7 confels, 'futa- 
ble to'that-high: Character his Admirers hafe always had of his Courage and 
©. 


Condudt. - | 

M, Alas : Good King what would you have him do ? ? Or "ehom could herelye 
on ? When ſome of his near Relations, and divers of thoſe whom he had raiſed 
almoſt from nothing had deſerted, him.};How..coyld he then truſt an Army- 
of Mercenaries, who being mot of them but<the Dregs of the People, would, 
it is likely, rather have delivered him un fo the Prince, than have ventured 
their Liyes for” him, 

. F. Whar yon have ſaid_ concerning - [his Majeſties Relations and Contents 
deſerting him, makes rather againſt than for the King's Cauſe ; fince it can- 
not be ſuppeſed they would have left @ Prince to whom they were ſo much 
obliged, to joyn themſelyes with his-Eremy,-from whom they had no reaſon 
to expect greater Adyantages, than they had already, unleis they had been 
Aatisficd' in their Conſciences: that” the Proteſtant Religion | Eſtablſht in theſe 
Nations, and alſo our Civil Rights and Liberties were in imminent danger of 
being ntterly loſt and deſtroyed; and tho' 7 grant that ſome of the King's . 

rs andSpuldiers ; Fg oyer to the Prince; yet conlidesing how few they 


were, that did fo, not am credibly inf rmed ) above ſeven or eight 
hundred Men at rhe tp {vhar, grear\.nu of Men /h& had left with 
him, he might methingy, have turned out thoſe Officers, he ſuſpected, and 
put others in their Rooms, who would have Engaged to Live and Die with 
- bim-3-and, if;this would not bave done, . he might, baye.:ſent . thoſe Regiments 


W & +.+ 4 


he moſt ſufpefted back to London: : And then reckoning the Scoxgch and Iriſh 
Koxces;that. came. .lately,over, beſides he,Papilts he had inhis Armyy and thofe 
who having more.Conrago,i than Can! JCnco, could.never expeRt to Fight for a 
Prince,, hy yapld pay them: better. ; | Tam goddens, (if this had begn:dope) 
he migh after the going over of thoſe few Troops, have made; up as g90d,, jf 
gt a better Army than, 'the Princes:;..and, ſo neeq. not have ſcampered laft 
Week from, Salichury in, that haſte he did,. whilſt, che Enemy was,. near fifty. 
Miles off, But, as it's, Tamvery well ſatisfied with all chat bath happen'd in 
this great Revolu! tian, and. convinced pf. te Tryth of (hag ol ld d BY0S Nays 
perderg oule Fes en, SRaeprn grins, ly 22,77 2: du zh 05 Ciel Fig) 


..: 4, So'fag.7 ge alpng; wich. ou. a ok ankephotibe ics 

_ ednefs and ;Txeachery, of tNicg, to bring (his. &rceat, Deſigns: abqur : Bur whe- 

ther God, hath: oxdain«d; this. great Reyolution,.as.you call it, for 4 Delie 
verance.or Puniſhment to. this Nation, / am. yet -in-douby, for if. you pleaſe 

: * to. conlider how. much. thoſe. two Cauſes have contributed 'to. this turn of 
; Avis, 1 ſuppoſe; if you 'argue: according. .to my Principles. we muſt own 

Wn, ak. tho 8 ded hath hopprand by Gogs Lewis Providence, ( CO all 
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 chings. elſe. tho!.neyg o.5i); yet: whether he doth'apfrove ofigllithat\ harh 


' 


been done! to protutZit; I muchidoubt:; :dince ifi:flivers-of ont Nobility; with | 
| fome of 'our -Clergy/ had not. iquitted. their; Doftrines: of Pallive:Obedicnce3 


/ and Non Reſiſtance, ſo Jeng owned by the Church of Exgland;. this Reyolu- 
tion could nor have _happened at all, or atleaſt not To:ſuddenly; '8s it did: So 
that indeed I-muſt confeſs, I am'not only. grjeved at his Majeſties hard Fortune, 
but-alſo; ſtand amazed,- and_cannot -but.refle& with. wonder.on the firange; Vi- 
ciſſitude of Worldly Afﬀairs, to ſee a Great King, wh6- but laſt Week;icom- 
manded & Powerful Army of; more than Forty- Thouſand:Men fotced our of his 
Throge, and made-to fly his Kingdom by a Princethat did not-bring half that 
Number. into the Field,” And. who can ſufficiently Bewail the King's Misfortunes, 
who hath been at once betrayed by the il] Advice of his Counſellors, the Trea- 
chery of his Friends, and the Cowardice of his Squldiers ? ' | | 


; T6. WT) $502; * 44 ITy HOES?! 

F. Methinks Sir. there. is no ſuch grent cauſe of wonden,! nuichleſz.of- con- 
cern in all this :, For who'can much adniire. that a Prince ſhould: be thus uſed, 
who. had not only' provok'd a Powerful Ehemy. ro! invade- him: from Abroad, 
but (by induſtriouſly labouring to introduce Popery and Arbitrary Government 
ar Home) had loſt the Hearts of almoſt-all,* except his' Popiſo.Stbjefts,: info» 
much that many of his own Souldiers were ſo terrified with thei Thoughts of 
being diſcarded (like the Proteſtant Army in 1relawd). to make: room for Iriſh 
and French Papiſts, that they had yery little Courage to Fighr, when they. ſaw 
Caſheering was the beſt Reward they could expeR, { if they-proyed. Victorious: 
And who can much pity.a Prince, who wouldratker looſ>the AﬀeRQions.of his 
People, than diſpleaſe a few Priefls and Jeſuites: So that if he ſuffers he may 
chank himſelf ; it not being Religion, but Superſtition, which brought this 
Misfortune upon him, Since the King having got a Prince. of Wales, and 
| (as it is highly ſuſpeRed) joined humſclf in a ſtrict League with Praxce for the 
Extirpation of Hereticks, it laid anabſolute neceſſity. upan.thePrinceof Qrange 
to come over, that by the Aſſiſtance of the; States of - Holand; he might; not 
only relieve us, but vindicate-his own, and;her Royal-Highneſs his Princeſs's 
Right to the Succeſſion, and ſecure his Countrey from a dangerous and power- 
ful invaſion, which it was threatned with both by Sea and Land, whenever the 
Kings of Franceand England ſhould beat leiſure to joyn their Forces to make 
War upon them ; which you know. all Europe bath expeRed for above theſe 

two Years laſt paſt. | ye 3740-410 


M. Theſe things were ſomewhat, if they could be; proved ; but indeed, to 


deal freely with you, I look upen this League, and the Story of the Suppoſi- 
tious Birth of the Prince of Wales, as meer Calumnics caſt out of Wicked 
and Crafty Men to render the King more odious to his People. 

F. Nay, Sir, you don't hear me poſitively affirm, either the one or the 0- 
ther ; ſince I grant they are nor yer made out ;; but whatſacyer will conſider 
all the Circumftances of the Birth of -this: Chi/d-cannot -but be; firongly in- 

clined to' believe ir an. poſture, - notwithſtanding all the Depoſitions that are 
| taken to the contrary. And as for the French League, you may' be ſure if 
there be any ſuch thing, it is kept very private ; and yet I muſt tell. youthere 
are very high and violent Preſumptions to believe it true, or cle why ſhould 
the King of Fraxce in a late Memorial to the Pope, complain that his Holi- 
neſs by Oppoſing bis Intereſt in Europe had hindered him in thoſe great De- 
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5. he hall fer) the Entirpation of 6d 
heats of Wis yt 
Countrey already. And he could not do it in either of 'the other withour the. 
Conſent and Afiſtance of -his Brother the King of ©xg/awd ?” Or to what pur- = 
poſe ſhould the King of Exylana-joyn with France to ruin Holland, and his - 
own 'Son in'Law into the: Bargain, but-to make a War meerly for Religion ; 
fince neither the Dutch, nor rhe/Prince: their Stade: -holder,. gave hin _ now.. 
oy juſt Proyocation ? 7 . 
M, Well, however, theſe are bur bare ſulpitions and: preſimpeions, at moſt] : 
and not proofs; and therefore ina Jonibrful matter, as this is, if we ought to 
judge favourably of the Aftions: of others, much - more of Princes, whoſe 
Councils 2nd Attions, tho”. private, yet are ſtil} expoſed-to the Cenſure and 
Calumnies of their Enemies, and therefore- I-topo you will not blame-me, if 
I freely confeſs, that I am deeply.concerned to ſee an innocent and Miſled King 
forced to'ſcek his Bread in'a Forreign Land; 'and the: more;finee matiy of the 
Nobility; Gentry and Common People' have! contributed fo much 'to (it, 'by 
taking /up Arms againſt him ;  and-thar fo great a part of' his own Army, and 
Officers ſhould contrary to their Allegiance and .Truſt repoſed' in them, run 
over tothe Encmy, Nay, that ſome of our Biſhops and Clergy-men ſhould, 
contrary tothe fo: often acknowledged Dottrines of Paſfive-Obedience and Non- 
Reſiſtance, not-only -Conntenance, bur- be likewiſe aQive'in ſach deſperate _ 
undertakings/ an@:this: in-direft oppolirion t6 the: known - Laws of God and. 
this Kingdom ;owhich' muſt needs make our-Church-a Scorn to our Enemies the 
Pupiſts,*anda Shame and Reproach to all Proteſtant Churches abroad, and ren- 
derths people of Englknd odious to all the Crowned Heads in' Europe. 
F.,'Well;'Sir, Iſee:you'nre'very warm, and 1 hope, more than the-cauſe 

Leſerves, You may: Judge'as favourably of the King's Proceedings, and as 
hardly »of the' Aftions "of the Nobility, Gentry, Clergy, and People in this 
matter” as 'you pleaſe, 'But yet I think-I can'mzke it'as clearas” the Day, 
thar'they' bave done nothing by joining in Arms with the - Prince of' Orange, 
bur-what is juſtifiable by the Principles of 'SelF prefervation, the' Fundathenral 
Conſtitutions -of -the Govertimient, and a- juſt : Zeal for their Religion and 
Civil Liberties, 'as they ſtand ſecured by-our Laws; wnleſs you would give the 
King a Power of making us Papiſts, -and Slaves whenever he pleaſed. But as 
for-your Do&rine of an Abſolute 'Obediontewithout Reſerve, 'and the Divine 
Right of Monarchy and Succeſhon, you need not be much eoficerned whether 
the Paprfis laugh at you or no, fince there are very few of them (if any) who 
ate fach''Fools themſelves as'ro- believe ſuch: fatitous * :Opitfi6ns, © But indecd- 
rhey have more reaſon-to laugh at 'you whilſt you” maintain, 'rhan when you - 
quit them ; fince as they have only. rendered you'a fit: Object of © their Seorn, 
lo they would have made you but-2 more'caſie baerifice ito! their Malice: For - 
what 'can Thieves 'defire more, than thar thoſe they deſign; to-Rob, ſhould 
thirik is unlawful to refiſt-them?- And: what eould-the''Papi#3 have. wiſhr far - 
more, ' than thac'sur-Hands' being-fetterred by this Do&rme-of an indefinite 
Paſſive-Obedience,'i our Lives, Religion and Liverties® ſhould lye ar” their 
Mercy ; Which 'how long\we ſhould have enjoyed; whenever they-thought 
 Theinſelves Rrong enough ro take them away, tlie late cruet Perſecutions, and 
Extirpations of 'the Proteſtants in France, Savoy, Hungary, #nd other-places 
have Op boy too: Aacal ARES; and thereſbte' 1 no capa <p your high- 
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flown Church-aier -write or - preach what they pleaſe) if the Body ofthe 
Nobility, Gentry, and:People! of 'Eng/and could:never ibe pcrſwaded. to fwallgw 
Do&rines '{o faral to their Religion; and: deſtraQive to their Civil Rights and 
Liberties both as Men and Chriſtians. | 

And as for the Antiquity of theſe Doarines, I think they are ſo far. from be- 
ing the Antient Teners of the Church of Zngland, that they are.ncither:to be 

found in its Charechiſm, Thirty Nine Articles, or Book of Homilies, taken in 


their true Senſe and-Meaning ; tho indeed there is ſomething that may tend 
that way in ſome of the Jate Church-Canons about fifty years:ago; but 1-do 


not look upon them as the Antient Eſtabliſht Dottrine-of our Church, becauſe 
theſe Canons are not confirmed, bur condemned by two Acts of Parliaments, 
and conſequently never legally Eftabliſhed as they ought to be by the publick 
SaQion of the King and Nation ? Our Old Queen E/iz Di- 

vines; ſuch as Biſhop Bilſon and Mr, Hooker being wholly Yide Bilſon of 
ignorant of theſe DoEtrines, nay, teaching in ſeveralplaces . Chriſtian | Sub- 
of their Writings the quite coutrary. Nor was this Dotrine ;jeF1an., . Edit. 


. of abſolute 'SubjeCtion, 'and Nen-Refiſtance ever generally 1586, -p. 279,. 


maintained, | until abour rhe wid4le of King James Reign, 280, 

when ſome Court Biſhops 4nd: Divines began to-make new- 

Diſcoveries iu Politicks as well'as Divinity, and did by their Preaching and-: 
Writings afiiri 'that_rhe King had an abſolute Power over 

''Mens Eſtates. So that it vas nnlawful in any Caſe to diſobey wy2ue nt al - 
or reſiſt his Perſonal Commands, if 'they were not direfly . af. Policy, L. I, 
contrary to theLaw of God, as may appear by Dr, Harſnet. p. ile 

then Biſhop of Chicheſter, his Sermon upon this Text, Give 

unto Ceſar rhe things that are Czlar's, wherein he maintained, That all the 
SubjefFs Goods and Money were Caſar's, that is, the Kings, and therefore were . 


not to be denied him 5fhe demarided:them_ forthe publick uſe.; which Sermon, . 


(thd' order'd: by the'Lvrds: and:Commons to be: Buiine by the Hangwan,). yer 
was ſograteful to the' Court, "that hewas ſo far-from being out of Faveur for,- 
it, that he was not log after Tranflared'to Norwich, and from:thenceitothe -* 
- Archbiſhoprick of 7drk. $0 likewiſe about the beginning. of the Reign of King . 
Charles the Firit, Dr. Manwaring preached before him, the . . 

ſubſtance of whoſe Sermon,was ſomewhat higher than the .. R, H.C. þ. ROS. 
former, (viz.) Thar'the King'was not bound-by-the. Laws: » + 

' of the Land, 'not to' impoſe Taxes-or Subſidies without :the. Conſent of Par- 
lament, nd that when they were ſo impoſcd,: the SubjeQs were. obliegeduin - 
Conſcience, . and' uapon-pain'ef 'Daranation ito” pay them z which 'if they: re- 
faſcd ro do they ' were guilty of Diſloyalty and Rebelion. For - which 
_ Sermon he: was Impeachrt. by ' the Commons in Parliament 4., Car, 1. 3 
thereupon Sentenced. by 'the- Houſe: of Lords, to 'be Diſabled to: hold. or - 
receve any. Eccleſiaſtical Living, or Secular Office whatever, and-alfo. to 


be Impriſoned, andFined. Thouſand Pound,” Notwithſtanding or oy, L 


. ve find him 'preſently.-after' che Parliament was diſolv- 
ed, not only-at Liberty, but' alſo' preſented | by«rhe King | 16,6 35. | 
to |a Rich. Benefice in 'Eſdx, and 'not .long after made 
Biſhop of -Sr. Davids. So likewiſe -one Dr. S:b:hoyp about the ſame time 


preached an '\Affize $ermon' at. Nort hamtan, on Rom, 13. 7.' Wherein be 
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maintained'*much the: like Dofrines,' as that it was. the King -alone that 


his 8 


-made | the'Laws and that :nothing could. excuſe from-an achine, Obedience/to 


"hy 
Pr, in os 62 ng ad p 
IONS. ode nt Mr It - 
© up j F4 os 7 - 
"A. i 
Q 4 . a 1 $ J » 
: A 
* 
" 4 
” 
pl] 
" Z 
q 
” 


=, : Bibliotheca Polttztca. 
OY - 


{ this: Commands, but what is againſt the Law 'of God and Nature:;; And that 
'*Kings had Power to lay. Pole..Money 'upon their. Subjet-Heads,. - But this 

ET: much 1 have | read, that this Sermon was: Licenſed-by Dr. 
Vide Archbiſhop Laud then Biſhop of St, Davids, becauſe Archbiſhop Hbbor 
Abbot's Narra- had refuſed to do it as contrary to Law, for which he was 
tive, R, H. C. very much frwoned upon at Court, and it is ſuppoſed to 
Po 434+. have been oc of the main .caufes of -his Suſpenſion from 

' - bis. Arch-Epiſcopal Jnrifdicton, which -not long after hap» - 

-pened. Bur as for this Siotharp, tho he lived long after, (even till the Kings 
Return) yer being (as Archbiſhop 4b»? deſcribes him) a man of bur ſmall 
Learning, I cannot learn that he was ever preferred higher zhan'the Parſonages 
..of Barchley, and in Northamptonſhire. 

But I find a New Do&rine broach'd-by ſome Modern Biſhops and Diyines 
-about the middle.of the Reign of King James the Firſt; That Monarchy was 
of Divine Right, or Infiitution at leaft; 1o thatany other Government was 
ſcarce warrantable or lawful; and of -this New Sect -we muſt more eſpecially 
-take notice of Sir R, F, who hath written ſeveral Treatiſes to prove this Do- 
Arine, and which is worſe, That all Monarchs being Abfolute, they cannot be 

limited or obliged either by-Oaths, .Laws or Contrads with 
F, P,c.3.F 7,8. their People,. farther than they themſelyes ſhall think fit, or 
| conſiſtent with their ſuppoſed Prerogatives; of which they 


:Reign of -our four laſt Kings, what ſtrong inclinations they had to render 
themſelves Abſolute, and that few Divines, or Common, or Ciril Lawyers 
were preferr'd in their Reigns'to any- conſiderable Place, 
'See Cowel's In- either in Church or State, who did not maintain theſe 
-Ferpreter [Titles . New Opinions both on the Bench and in the Pulpit : You - 
King, Parliament, need not wonder when the Stream of Court” Preferment 
-Prerogative. ran ſo ſtrong that way, 1f ſo many were carried away with 
5-19 it ; fince it was but to expoſe themſelves to certain miſe= 
-Ty; if not'to-utter ruin, ..to oppugn it. All who offered by Speaking or Wri- 
ting to maintain the-contraty, being branded with the odious Names of Puri- 
tans, Common: wealths-men, Whigs, /*c. Some of whom you may remem- 
ber were.not long ſince impriſoned,. Fined, nay, Whipt for ſo doing. So that 
it was no wonder if there were-but very few to be found whodurſt with ſo great 
hazard ſpeak what they thought, nor could any thing but the imminent danger 
-upon:our Laws, Religion and Properties, proceeding from the Kings illegal 
practices have opened the Eyes of a great many.Noblemen, Gentlemen and 
: Clergy, who contrary to the Opinions ſo much lately in vogue, did generouſly 
«venture both their Lives and Eſtates, to joyn their Arms with the Prince of 
Orange againſt the King's unjuſt and violent Proceedings. 


M. I-do not doubt, notwithſtanding all you have ſaid, to prove before 

1 have done, theſe. DoCtrines' of Non-Refiftance, and of the Divine inſtitu- 
tion .of Monarchy to be moſt conſdnant 'to the Word: of God, and: to'the 
Do&rine of the Primitive. Church, and alſo to that of our Reformed Church 
_ ot England. Nor were thoſe Divines you mention in K. James the Firſt's time, 
the Authors or: inventers. of theſe DoQtrines which were publickly received, 
and -Decreed by both Houſes of that Convocation which began in the firſt 
Year:of K. James, and continued till the Year 1610. as appears by divers Ma- 
| | | | nuſcript 


only are to be the Sole Judges: So that whoever will but confider from the - 


- - / 


> 


nuſcript Copies.of the Atts or Decfees of this Convocation, -the Original -of J 
which was-Jately in the Library founded by Dr. Couſins late Biſhop of Durham, 
| beſides avery fair Copy, now to be ſeen in the Archbiſhops Library at Lambeth: 


. thoſe DoQrines, you ſo much condemn, as any of that party you find 'fault- 


| fince there isno mention made. of their proceedings, - in any Hiſtory or Record 


 hath:the nomination of all the Biſhopricks. and Deaneries, as alſo of moſt of A 
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which if you pleaſe. to.peruſe, you may be quickly fatisfied that the Church of - \.- 

England ( long. before ever Sir R. F. writ thoſes Treatiſes you mention ) held Bs, 
that Civil Power was given by God to Adam and Noah, and their Deſcendants,” 
as alſo that abſojute! ſabjetion and obedience was'due to all Soverazign Powers, 

without any refiſtance.; -as claiming. under | thoſe ' Original-'Charters : Theſe 
Doarines being there fully and plainly laid:down/and aflerted, as the Dodrines- 
of our Church. : So that you deal very unjuſtly with the memory of thoſe 
Divines, as alſo of Six R, F. to make them the firſt breachers of it, whereas you 
may tind that it was the opinion of the whole Convocation, for many years 
before ever thoſe Divines, or that Gentleman began.to Preach, or write"uporr 
this ſubject ; Nor were theſe the only men' who maintained theſe Principles, - bur 

Archbiſhop. Uſher, and Biſhop Sanderſon, ( whom I ſuppoſe you will notreckon/ 
among your flattering Court Biſhops ) have as learnedly -and fully afſerted: 


with, and. have very well proved all yeliftancc.vf the Supream Powers to be: ,- 4 
unlawful, not only in abſolute but limited Monarchies. Of the Truth of which+ | \." "= 
you may ſufficiently fatisfie your ſelf, if you will but take the Pains to read' h 
the Learned and Elaborate Treatifes. written .by.choſe- good Biſhaps , ('wiz. ) | 
The Lord Primate Uſer's Power of the Prince, and Obedience of the Subjef, . a 
and the Bifhop of Lincoln's Preface before.it, as alſo the ſaid Biſhop's'Treatiſe 

ae Jura nouto, written whilſt he was Door of the Chair- in Oxford. | HY 


__ F. I muſt beg your pardon, Sir, if Ihavenever yet ſeen or heard -of that 
Genvocation- Book you mention, much leſs of the opinions therein contained, . 


of thoſe times.;cicher-Ecclefiaſticah or Civil, as 7: know:-iof,' Bur:this 'much:' = -—_ 
I am certain of; That theſe:Dererminarions or-Decrees / you.,mention,” (call / 
them which you pleaſe) never received the Royal Afent, | much lefs the'con- ? 
firmation of the King and Parliament, one of which { if not both ) iscertain- : 

ly requifite to makeany opinion either in Do&ringeariDiſcipline to bereceiyed + 

by,us Lay-men for.the Pocrine of the Church of #&ng/and, otherwiſe the Ca- - 

nons madein 1640. Would;oblige us in Conſcience; tho? they and: at this gay 
condemned by. AQ of Parliament :: ſa that, however, even: according to-'your-- 

own, Principles, You.. cannot, urge: this Book as: the Authoritative DoQrine of - 

the Church of England, unleſs their Determinations had received theRoyal -+ 
Aſent : which you, your ſelf do not affirm they had, ' for you very well know-- 

that,. as in CiviLLaws, noBill.is any more than waſte Parchment- if once the - 

King hath refuſed. to give his Royal Aſlent to it, fo likewiſe in Spiritual or -: 
Kecleſiaſtical matters, I think, no Decrees or. Determinations of Convecations- ; 
are.to be received, as bindingeither in points of Faith or Manners by-us Lay» * 
men,.till they, have received the confirmation. of the King, and'the'two Houſts-* 

of Parliament; or, otherwiſe the conſequence wonld be, that if the King'who-- 


the great Prebendaries in England, of which the Convocation chiefly confiſts,.. 
ſhould nominate ſuch men into' thoſe places, which would agree-with-hita'to: © 
alter the preſent. eſtabliſhr Reformed Religion un Governmens, and- to bring-- 
0 Popery, or Arbitrary Power, the whole. Kingdom would be obliged in-Con-- 
ds | | | ſcience. 


fin is 


©. have lines Written and: Preacht ſo- much upon. thoſe ſubje&s, for. if:you' 
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ſcience to embrace. it, or, .at> leaſt:to ſubmit-without. any - contradition,' to. 
thoſe Canons:the King [and Convocation ſhould; thus agree to make, 'which of 
how fatal a conſequence ir might” prove to the: Reformed Religion - in this 
Kingdom, this Kings choice of Biſhops and/Deans, ſuch -as. he thought: moſt 
fit for his turn, would have taught us:wheu it had been too late. | 


M. You very mult miſtake-me Sir, if. you: believe that I-urge the Authority 

of this Book to, you,.,as containivg avy.Eccleliaſtical Canons, whichI. grant 
' .. muſt have:the Royal Aſſent, but. whether that of the two'Houſes- of Parlia- 
ment, Ivery much queſtion, fiace theKingiwithour the Parliament is Head of 
\ the. Church, and, diverſe Canons made! | under Queen Elizabeth, and King 
Zames are good. in Law. at this day, tho! they were never-confirmed by Par- 
liament. But I only urge. the Authority of this Rook to you, to let you 
{ce that' theſaDoQtrines arc more Antient than the time you preſcribe, and alſo 
that -the:: Major: part of the Biſhops and Clergy -of the Church of England, 
- held; theſe! No&rines/ which you ſa much condemn, long before- thoſe Court 
Biſhops or Divines:you mention; medled with this controverhe, and I ſup 
poſe we may as well quete ſuch a Convocation Book, as a Teſtimony of their 
. ſenſe upon theſe ſubjefts, as we do the French, Helverian, or any other 
Proteſtant Churches Confeſſions of Faith, drawn up 2nd paſſed in Synod of 
their Divines, tho' witaout-any confirmation of the Civil Power. 


-E. If. you urge this Convocation Book. only as aTeſtimony, and not Au- 
thority, I ſhall not: contend any farther abour-it, but then let me tell you, 
that” if the Canons or Decrees of 'a Conyocation, though never ſo much con- 
firmed by King and Parliament, do no farther oblige in Conſcience, than as 
they are agreable te. the Doftrine of the Holy Scriptures, ſure their deter- 
" migations-withour: any ſuch Authoricy can only be look'd upon as the Opi- 

. nions of {ſo many particular private Men, And tho' I have a very grear Re- 
verence for -the-Judgments of ſo. many Learned Men ; yet granting thoſe Do- 
Erines:you mention: tobe contained in this Book, I: think notwithſtanding, 
that we-may juſtly examine them according to the Rules of Reaſon, and ex- 
preſs Teftimonics of Scripture, by either of which, when 1 ſee you can con« 
vince me of the falſhood of my Tenets, 7 ſhall count my ſelf happy to be 
better. informed... But: is. for: thoſe Treatiſes of: Biſhop Uſher, and: Biſhop 
$angerſon which you now mentione'd ,: I: muſt: necds-confeſs they are learned- 
ly and elaborately writen, and tho' Iam againſt Rebellion 6s much as any 
man, 2nd do believe that ſubjefts may too often be guiley'of ir, yet am 1 
not. therefore: convinced that it is abſolutely. unlawſul in all caſes. whatſo- 
ever , even in the moſt Abſolute and Arbitrary ſort of Civil Government, 
forthe People when violcnely and intolerably oppreſt, to take up Arms and; 
refit ſuch unjuſt violence, 'or to join with any: Foraign Prince' who will be 
ſo generquy as-to take upcn hin their deliverance. So that though I: freely ac-" 
ki.o wiedge that:thoſe, good Biſhops you mention, were - very Pious'and Learn-' 
_cd,men.,, and that 1: bear gredt reverence to [their - memories, yet doth it not ' 
-therefore; folloiv; that: 7 muſt own'them tobe Infallible, or as great Poli-: 
titians as. they were Learned Divines ; or that they underſtood the Laws of 
England as well as they did the Scriptures or Fathers ; and perhaps there may 
be a. great deal more ſaid on their behalfs than can be for divers: others, who 
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pleafe to confider the 4imes, of their writing thoſe Treatiſes, you will find them; 


written about the beginning or middle of the late Civil Wars, which they ſfup- 


poſed to be began and carried-on. contrary to all Law and Juſtice, under the. 


PEO GRIER / Anthority of the two Houſes of Parliamear, againſt King Charks 
the Firſt ;* and theretore it 1s no wonder if they thought themſelves obliged 
to Writc very high, for the Prerogartives and Rights of Princes, and the abſa- 
lute obedience of Subjects 
rogatives in danger to be taken from him by force. © And altho' they-may per- 
haps fretch ſeveral of theſe points too far, yet this may be very exculcable, 


fince it is a hard matter to Write ſo exattly againſt any error,as not to fall into - 


the contrary Extream, which nevertheleſs may ſometitnes prove uſeful enough: 
As thoſe who would ſet a ſtick ſtraighr are forced to bend it to the orber fide: 
and ſo theſe DoQrines which might then be {caionable, whilft rhe Peopis carried 


on their animotities againſt the King, tarther than in Juſtice they oug';t, have 


not now the {ame realon and cogency, when this King hath ſo maniteitiy cendea- 
youred to pull vp the very foundations both of our Religion 20d Government, 


So that I am perſwaded, could thoſe good Biſhops have hved- by the courſe of, 


- Nature to our times, and have ſeen the ill and fatal uſe hath been made of thoſe. 


Dottrives by thoſe in Power, they would either abſolr cely have renounc'd them, - 


or at leait have been very cautious how they apc t ſuch doubtful opinions to 
the World. | 


M, 1 muſt beg. your pardon Sir, if T am not of your Opinion, for I look. 
upon the- abſolute ſubjection of the ſubjects ro the higher or {upream Powers 
to be a thing of ſuch conſtanr and eternal Obligation, that no change of times 
or circomſtances can ever diſpenſe with us in, or diſcharge us from it; and 
I am ſo far from believing that thoſe good Biſhops would cver have recanred 
their opinions in: this particular, that bad they lived until this time, F ih;nk 


when they ſaw even the Kings juR and lawful Pres 


they could not, without the imputation of time ſcryers, have fonborn publickly. ", 


to declare and maintain them : for ſure we muſt nor deny or lay aſide rrae 
Principles, becauſe of ſome inconveniences or hardihips that may thereby 


Py 


* to the Supream Powers, for fo the. Primitive Chriftians might haye clanncd 


bound to ſubmit themſelves unto them; becauſe they perſecuted Zods. Church, 

and put the Chriſtians to death for no other reaſon than that they were ſuch. 

Whereas we may plainly ſee St, Peter and -r, Paul teach us another leffon, and. 
command abſolute ſubjeFion without reſerve to the higher Powers, which were 
then the Tyrannical perſecuting Empercurs, and that the Primitive Chriitians, 

who immcdiately followed the Apottles, underſtood them in this ſenſi: ; aad 
altho? they had ſufficient ſtrength, yet rhought it unlawtul ro refiit tho "Hea- 
then Ermperors under which they liv'd,. I refer you to that vaſt Treatre of. 
Quotations, out of the Fathers and «IG Church Hiſtorians, colle&ed with 
ſuch Learning and Induſtry by the Jorg Primate Uſer in che ſecond Trea- 
tile, : 


F. It is not my intention Sir, at. preſent to fall into a ſevere examination of 
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happen to our Religion, Perſons or Civil Liberties, ſince that were the reac y | 
way to give a Licence to the raykeſt Rebellion, and the higheſt difobedience-._ 


a right to Rebel againſt the Heathen Emperors, prerendiag they, were not | 


ſo many Texts of Scripture-and-Quorations of Fathers and other Authors, as | 


| | - nee! 
Paxer, fince every Man would have pertorm'd his. 
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more conſideration than our ſhort time will now afford, therefore the beſt me. 
 thod I can prepoſeto youfor the true ſtating and underſtanding this Noble Con- 
troverſie, were firſt ro look into the Natural ſtate of Mankind, after the Fall of 
Adam, and enquire, Firſt, If God has appointed any kind of Government by 
Divine Inſtitution before another. Secondly, If he has not ; how far Civilpower 
may belookt upon as from God; and in what ſenſe, as deriv'd from ' the people. 
Thirdly, Whether Reſiſtance by the Subjects, in ſome Caſes, be incompatible and 
abſolutely deſtructive to all Civil Government whatſoever, Fourthly, Whether 
ſuch Reſiſtance be abſolutely contrary to-the Doftrine of Chriſt contain?d-in the 
Scriptures,. and that of the Primitive Church purſuant thereunto, Fift hip, 
Whether ſuch Reſiſtance be contrary to the Conftitution of this Government, 
and the expreſs Laws of the Land. Sixthly, Whether what has been done by 
the Prince of Orange, and thoſe of the Nobility, Gentry, ©-c. in purſuance of 
theſe Principles, has been done- according to. the Law of Nature, the Scrip- 
titres, and Ancient Conſtitutions of this Kingdom ; which material Points, if 
we can once ſettle, and difcover where the Truth lyes,-it will prove the cleareſt 
Comment and beſt Interpretation of all thoſe places of Scripture, and-Quo- 
rations of Fathers, and other Authors which are Cited by Divines or other 
Writers, for the DoQtrines of the Divine Inſtitution-of Monarchy, and. the 
Abſolute Subjection of Subj.&ts without any Refittance. For when we have once 
diſcovered what the Law of Nature or right Reaſon diQates ; I think we may- 
reſt fatisfy'd that that is the true Senſe of the Scripture : God not having 
given us-any Precept or Command, in Moral, or PraQticat things,” that 'can be 
contrary to the Law of Nature or Reaſon; or incompatible with the happineſs. 
and welfare of Mankind in this Life ;/ as the Reveal'd Will of God does chiefly. - 
regard that which is to come, SR | 


M. I dovery well approve of your-Propoſal, and therefore pray. give me firſt 
your Opinion fi thoſe Heads, -that I may ſee how far I may [agree with, you, 
and wherein I mutt differ from you; for I doaſſure you my Intentien. is not to- 
argue with you meerly- for diſputes ſake, but rhat we may: corre&t- the Errors 
of each others underſtariding, and diſcaver, if it be poſſible, where--the Truth: 
Iyes ; therefore pray Sir, begin rf with the Natural ſtate of Mankind, bat re-* 
member to. do it like a Chriſtian, and one that believes that we are all deriv'd 
from one firſt Parents, -and that we did not at firſt ſpring up- out of the Earth 
like Muſhrooms, or as the Men whom O14 feigns to have been produc'd of the 
Dragons Teeth Cadmus is feigned to have ſown, who as ſoon as they ſprung ont 

of the Earth, 'immediately fell aFighting and Killing each other. 4-5 


F. I thank you Sir for your honeſt and kind advice, and ſhall therefore 
in the frſ? place ſuppoſe, that the neceſſity as well as being of all Civil Go- 
vcrnment, proceeded from the Fall of Adam, ſince if that had not been , we 
had ſtill liv?d as the Poets fancy: Men. did. under the Golden Age, without 
. .any. need of Kings or Common-wealths to -make Laws againſt Oppreſſion, 
' Theft, Adultery, Murder, and +thoſe other Injurics which Men are now too 
apt in this lapſed corrupt ſtate to commit againſt each other, much leſs. 
would there have been any need. of Judges or Executioners, either to ſen- 
rence or puniſh Offenders, for. if Man had: continued as: free from Sin as -he 
was" in Paradiſe, there could have been no need.of a Supream Coercive 
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his Neighbayr without any punifhment or conſtraint, $6. that all the An- 
thority that can be ſuppos'd could have been then neceſſary for the Good and 
Happineſs of Mankiad, would haye "been no more than that of "the Huſ- 
band'over his Wife, or that of Parents over - their Children, the former. of 
which would not have beca an Abſolute Coercive power neither, but rather 
\uch a power t38 his underſtanding then had over the inferiour Faculties of 
his San], .join?d, with a woluntary ſubmiſſion of her will to his, the_Coercive 
power of the Husband, and his more abſolute Rule over her Leing conterr*d by 
God -on Adam, and in him on all his poſterity after the Fall, for the regula- 

- Ying and reftraining -the unreaſonable defires and paſſions-of the Woman, 
which then began to exert and ſhew thewſclves in her; and as for paternal 
Authority, that would have been ſo far from being Coercive, that Children 
having no Inclination to diſorder either in their, Wills, Appetites or Paſſions, 
there would have bcen ſo little need of puniſhments , that they wauld not 
have required ſo .much as reproof 'or  correQtion : God having planted the. 
Laws of, Nature: or Reaſon in every Mans Breaſt, then free from Rebellious 
Motions againſt it ; ſo that Children then could have had no more to do, 
than to. pay their Parents all that Gratitude. Duty aud Obedience which 
was due to them, as the ſubordinate Cauſes of their Being, which could on- 
ly confiſt in performing thoſe indifferent; things, which they rhen would 
have had occaſion to command them , fince Mankind: being Immortal, and 
the Earth bringing forth of it ſelf all Neceſſaries for Humane Life, there could 
have been no occaſion of attending and relieving their Parents when Sick, 
Old or Decrepit, and unable to keep themfelves ; and ſo likewiſe upon the 
ſame grounds all other Men would have been equal by Nature, in reſpect of 
any civil difference ; for when there was no neceſlity of Mens Service, there 
would have been no diftintion between- Maſter and Seryanr ; But after the_' 
Fall, the ſtare of Mankind was altered, and Self-love, and the defire of Self- 
preſervation grew ſo- ſtrong: and exorbitant above all Natural Equity, that 
the inordinate paſhons of Men . blinding their Reaſons, thay began to thiuk 
they had a Right, not only / to the Neceſſaries of Life, but to whatever their 
unruly. Appetites d-fixed, or that they thought they could make themſclves 
Maſters of, To .remedy which Inconveniences , I ſuppoſe the Fathers and 
Mafters of Families; and other Freemen ( in whom alone then reſided thar 
little Government that then was in' the World' ) were forced after ſome 
time to agree \upon one or more Men into whoſe hands they might reſign all 
their particular powers,-and to” make Laws for the due Governing and Re- 
ſtraining thoſe diſorderly Appetites and Paſſions, and alſo endowing them 
with a ſufficient Authority -to-put them in Executian : But which of the Go- 
vernments now extant, 6r that have been formerly, were Prior in Nature, 
I rhipk cannot well be krown; -whether it was a Monarchy, or an Ariftocxa- 
cy, confiſting of all the- Heads or Fathers of Families, or Freemen, . is [not 
material fince' the SS. are filent 'in it; bur it being | ſufficient” ts ſuppoſe, 
that it was at firft begun by the perſwaſion or mediation of. ſome one or 
more Wiſe and Vertuous perſons, and was conſented to by the whole num- 
ber, . confiſting of many Families, who were ſenſible of thoſe great Tnconve- 
niences and Miſchiefs they lay under for -want of Civil Government. ' But 
be it which way it will, *tis moſt certain that .it was principally. intended by 
God., for: the God and Preſervation of the; Governed,, ani nos for. the 
Greatneſs or Adyantage 'of the Perſon or Perfons appointed is Govern, ag 
pr ng | <3 Wn. ts G 
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God deſigned all Civil" Government for the reſtraining of Mans inordinare 
Paſſions and Lults after the Fall, and procuring by ſufficient rewards and 
puni& ments, that Pence and Happineſs which could nuw no longer be obtained 
by Mens Narural Inclinations to that which was equitable and honeſt; and 
befices, it is abſolutely impoſhble to ſuppoſe, that any great number of people | 
not -pr:{kd by the Invaſion of a powerful Enemy trom abroad (which could 
not be | (uppoſcd in this e:rly Age of the World) would ever be brought to 
conſent to. put themſelves under the abſolute power of others, bur for their 
own greater Good and Preſervation, or to part with their Natural Liberry 
without advani :ging themſclves at all by the Change. 

M. 1 will not take upon me to aſſert, atter what manner Mankind would 
have' been - governed 1n caſe 'our Firſt Parents had continued in their Primi- 
tive- ſtate of Innoccncy; 'But this much I thiak. I may bolly affirm in op- 
poſition to what you have already ſaid , that Civil Government after the 
Fall was nor alike in all che Fathers and Maſters of Families, but that 4am 
" alone was by God endued with it, as the great Father and Monaich of Man- 

k.nd ; ſo that not only Civil Powcr, 2m genere, bur in 
R. F. 4 M M. ſpecie, { viz,) Monarchical, was immediaiely after the 


P. 2545 255. Creation conferred by God upon him. And Adam was 
- Monarch of - the hole World even before he had any 
Subjets 


F, Sir, not to interrupt you, it ſeems ſomewhat herds conceive how Adam - 
could be a Father. before he had Childfen, or a Monarch before he had Sub- 
_ 

. If you pleaſe to conſider it, you will find no abſurdity at all in this 
Aſſertion. For though I confeſs there: could be no atiual 
Ibid, ,- Government without Subjects, nor Fathcrhood without 
© Sons ; yet by the Right of Nature it 'was due/ ro Azam to 
be Governour' of rhe World, when as yet he had neither Sons, nor Subjects, 
ſo; though-nor in«a&, yer at leaſt in habir, or in Potextia (as they ſay in the 
"Schools ;- Adam was a King, and a Father, from his Creation, and even in 
the tare of Innocency, he had been Governour over -his Wife and, Children ; 
for the [ntegrity, or Exceilency of the Subjetts doth not take away the Order. 
or Eminency of the G-over:iour : For Eve was ſubje& ro- Alam before he 
ſinn-d, and the Anreis who are of a moſt.pure Nature, and cannot vin, are 
yet Subjects ro God, and-perform all his Commands : Which will ferve to con- 
tate what you ſay in Derogation of Civil Government, or Power, thar it was 
introduced by $1n, or the rall oft Man, Government, I grant as to co-aftive 
Power, was not t: 11 after « in, becauſe. Co-attion ſuppoſcth ſume diſorder which 
was nt in the ſtate of Innocency ; but as for directive Government, the State 
of Humane. Na'ure requires ui ; ſince Civil Sociery cannot be imagined with-. 
out a Power of Goycrnment. For alchough as long as Men continued in the 
State of ianv.cncy,, they might mot need the direction of Adam in thoſe 
"things that were neceſſarily and morally to be done. © Yet things indifferent that 
depended mccrly on their Free: will, might well bediredted by 44am's ſole Cont- 
maud, 

F. Pray, Sir, give me _ co ſettle this Point between us, before you 

proceed farther, and 1 doubt not when you betcer conficier what 1 ſay, you 


''will-not'think we have any jui# occaſion ta differ. So far then you aud I 


are. =—e that eyen before the Fall, Auam was ſuperior over lis Wife _ 
| | h Chil- 
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Chi (rev, -and that they owed' him; not otily. Gratitude'and Refpe&;' as 'a 
Patent, but alſo Obedience in'all indifferent things * Yet 1 deny” that this 
Puycr or Superiority of Adan over his Witc and Children, was at all a De- 
ſpor.cal of Civil Power, but meerly Oeconorical, for the” Good and: Con- 
venience of Adam, and the well ordering. and preſervation of his. Family ; 
which you will catily grant, if you pleaſe to conſider what are the Efſential 
Diff. rences of Civil Government from Oecconomical. Now the Eſſential Pro- 
perries of + ivil Government copitft 1n preſerving and defending the Subjetts, 
b tir in War and Peace, from Forreign Enemicy, and- Tnteſtine injuries, and 
Invafions *of Mens Perſoris'or Properties, and in revenging and puniſhing all 


{nach Tranſgreitions by - Death, - or other Puniſhments, and conſequently in * 


—_ g Laws cancerning Property, and for reitraining all Robberies, Mur- 
ders, an' the ke. Now, in the ſtate of- Innocency there could be no need 
of fog of chele Efſential FunQions 6f Civil Power ; for your ſelf muſt. grant, 
that Mart »as then not: apt to'Sin, ' and !'Mmortal ; ſo thar all Laws abour Peace 
or War, PuniſEmehts' of Offences, publick Judgments concerning Meum, & 
Tum, atid all Injuries, were abſolutely needleſs; and had never bcen'in Nature, 
3f ,Adaw had not ſinned ; and then how.you can call this Authority, 'or 'Supe- 
Fiority | (which 1 grant Aiam had over his Wife and Children) Civil Power, 
Tcan by, No means os apa 

But I 46 vreer; deny,that even ace the Fall, Adam was 1 Monareh, or Sole 
and [4bſ (ute Lord over the whole Earth; and all Creatures therein contained / 
and detire you to give me ſuch plain proofs of 'it, either from Reaſon, or Scrips 
ture, thar [ necd no more gg: of it,” thau your ſelf, 6 


I ſhall fiſt of all give you an -Argument drawn from the Reaſon of the 
_ and in the- next place, the: Authority of Scripture, tor. my Opinion; 
and firſt, | rhink it is evident, that eyery Man that is Born, is {ov tar: from being 
Free, that by his very Birth he becomes a Subje& of him that begets him ; and 
even Groti hn mielf acknowledges that, Generations F14 acquiritur in iberos. 
And indeed, the At of Begetting, being thixr which makes a Man a Father, 
his Right gf a Father ever his Children, can Naturally ariſe from nothing ee; 
and the ſame Author in another place hath theſe words upon the Fourth: Com- 
mandment, Parentum nomine, qui naturales ſunt Magiſtratius,' etiam 'alias 
-Refores par eſt intellig1, quorum authoritas Societatem humanam continet : 
And if Parcnts be natural Magitftrates, Children mult needs be Born Natural 
- Subjects, So that, not only Azam, but the ſucceeding Patr:archs had, by Right 
bf Fatherhood, Regal Authoriry over their Children, as may appear by divers 
Feit1mpnies out of Scripture, and therefore it is very reaſonable that all Fathers 
ſhould have a Power over the Lives of ihcir Chileren, fiace n is to them thae 
they owe their Life, Being and Education ; and-1 think that even the Power 
which God himſelf exerciſeth over Mank ind;ls by Right of Fatherhood, 


F. Before you come to Scriprhie, give me leave, in the firſt place to exa- 
mine.your firſt Argument, which 'you deduced irom thy Law.of Nature or 
' Reaſon ; For I doubt, .it you pale better to conſider of it, you will tiad thar 
ſo light and Tranfirory an Action, as that of Generation, cativo! give any Man 
an ab{ylute Property and Thancinion over the Perſon and Life of 'rrhuſe. whom 
Ae 0 a Ace I Met a princiga ly: mend rhe going uf a Being 
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14 Bibliotheca' Politica. 
to another, ſo mnch us they do_ their. own pleaſure , itt that Afﬀion ; nor 
do we owe-our Lives (properly ſpeaking) to.our Parents, but to.Gad, who is 
the true and. original Cauſe of our Being, though ir is true, he makes uſe 
of our Parents as Phyſical, though nor as Moral Means, or Inſtruments for 
that end; ſince ir doth not, Ilye in their power to hinder their Generating of 
Cbildren, if they perform che Atts neceſſary. thereunto ; fo that both the an- 
tecedent and the cqnſequent , are altogether falſe, , wiz, That Parents give 
their Children, Life and.Being, and that therefore:they have and abſolute 
power over. tueir Lives and Perſons ; which if it were true , would give the 
Mother an equal Title to the, Lives of the. Children, as the Father, ſeeing 
they owe. their Lives as much To the one as the other: Which power in the 
Mother , I am fare you will not admit.of. But as for what you ſay concern=- 
ing the power of Fathers , ariſing from Education , though I. confeſs that is 
a much better "Title than the other : Yet ,doth-it not follow , that , becauſe 
dy reaſon of my Parents care of me before I was able to help my ſelf, I owe 
my preſervation aud well being. to them.; that therefore they are to be per- 
petual and abſolule Lords over my Perſon and Life : Since by thus breeding 
me mp, they only perform*d that Duty , and Truſt which God had laid 'upon 
them , for the good and preſervation .of Manking, and which they could 
not without committing a Sin , cither retuſe or dccline , 'and therefore their 
Authority or Power over my Perſon, being only my well-being, can 
extend no-farther tan whilſt I am.;,not of years. of diſcretion to underſtand 
the true -means-of my own good and prefſeryation : And though I grant 
that T am bound in gratitude to return this Care and Kindneſs by all Acts of 
-Duty. and Piety towards them ,- as long | live ; yet doth it not therefore 
follow , thar they are Maſters of my Life, and of all rhat -I have; fince this 
avere to take away more than they themſclves ever gave ; and though I 
| ſhould grant you that even the Power- which God himſelf exerciſeth over 

| | Mankind .is by Right.of Fatherhood ; yer this Fatherhood 

T. T, G, c. 5+. is{uch, as utterly excludes all pretence of Title: in Earthly 
'p. 65; Parents.; for he is our King, becruſe he.is indeed maker of 
TEL us all, which no Natural Parents can pretend to be of their 
Children : butif you pleaſe more cloſely to conſider your own Argument, 
you will find that he will quite deſtroy your. Hypotheſis, For if all Fathers 
have an abſolute power over their Children, by Generations, then- Adam 
could only have power over his own Children which he begat;, and none at 
all oyer his Grand-Children , figce their Fathers by this Argument of. Gene- 
ration ought to have had the ſame-power over their- Children , which .£4- 
Aam had over them, for the ſame reaſon ; So that this Monarchical 
Power of Aaam as 2 Father could extend no farther than one Genera- 
- £10Nn. | HTS j 

M. I ſhall not further urge this Argyment .of Generation, fince I ſee 
you are not fatisfied with ir ; but this much I think I can clearly prove 
from Scripture , that Adam was Lord over the Perſons and Lives of his Wife 
and. Children, by vertue -of that .command which God gave. Eve, ' Gen, 
3. V. 16, Unto "the Woman he ſaid, . 1 mill greatly multiply thy ſorrow 
and thy Conception ; In ſorrow thou ſhalt . bring forth Children, and thy deſire 
- ſpall be totchy Huaband, and he ſpall. rule over thee, From which words it appears 
thar Adam had not only an abſolute Power granted him by God over bis Wife, 
dur.all;3be poltericy:thar ſhould, be born, ot- her. . For in the fipſt place it here 

| A appears 
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Bibliotheca Politica. _;. 
appears that Eve was to yield an abfolute ſubjeftion” to her' Fusband'; who 
was to rule over frer as her Lord, from theſe Words, and thy defire ſhall be 
[fubjeA] 70 thy Huband, (as it is bertereexpreſt in the Margin) and he- ſha@ | , 
rule over thee, And if his Wife was thus to be ſubject to | I 
him , then likewiſe by a party of reaſon all her Children B. P.P. \ 21. /7 
were to be ſo too: it being a maxime in the Law of Na« 

ture, as well as in the Civil Law, that Partus ſequituy ventrem : ſothat if Eve 
was to be abſolutely ſabje& to. Adam, the Nſue by her muſt be ſo too, as 
in the caſe of a Maſter of a fbe Slave, not only the perſon of the' Woman, - 
but all rhat are begotten of her either by her maſter or any other man, are 
likewife' his ſeryants, otherwiſe the Children would be. in a better condition 
than their Mother, for 4dam having no Superiour but God, both his Wite 
and Children muſt have been a like ſubjeX to him. There 

is likewiſe' another rule in the Civil Law, which is a voice - 1b, F 32. 

of Nature too, quicquid ex me, & uxore mea naſcitur, in _ | 
poteſtate mea eff, and tho this is true in ſome ſenſe in all Fathers whatſoever ; 
yet it. was foin a more ſuperlatiy# degree, where the Father had no Supe- 
riour over him but God; as Adam had not ; and farther Go 

it ſeems apparent to me from” the very method that God 7b, F 20, 21. 
usd in Creating Mankind that Adam's Wife and Children | 

" % ſhould be. ſubje& to him © for if 44am and Eve had been Created at once, 
it conld not have been. known which of theſe rwo had the beft right ro com- 
mand, and which was to obey. For Adam's ſtrength or wit alotie, would not 
have given him any Authority over her, and it 'might be that Eve was as ſtrong 
and as wiſe as he, or at leaſt ſhe might have thought her ſelf fo, and if. 
theſe two had differ'd and fought, nought but the event could have declared 
which of them ſhould have been-Maſter, a Eto, 

So when they had Children born between them, the Children could have: 
told as little which of rhe Parents they ſhould have obey'd, in cafe they had- 
differ*d in their commands : ſo thar' it had "been impoſſible this way that any 
Government could have been- in the World, Bur when 
God Created only< one” Man, and our of him one Woman 15. F 22. 
was made, ſure he had ſome great defign in this, for no 
other Creature was thus made at twice but Man, Now {F 24. 

St. Paul, fhews a reaſon for Gods aGting thus, when he 1 Tim,z.12,13 
ſays, the Woman ſhould not Teach, nor ufurp Authority | 

| over the Man, &c. And mark rhe reaſon; for d#am' was Created and: 
then Eve, So that in the Apoſtles f pr pt this'was one main cauſe why 
Adam ſhonld be Superior to his Wife, and all other Huſ- | 
bands-to their Wives ; and in the Corinthians from the Hi- F 25. 
ſtory of the Creation the ſame Apoſtle deduces two other 
Reaſons, for the Superiority of the Man over the Woman. + Cor. 11.8, 9: 
For (ſays he) the Man i not of the Woman, but the Woman | 
of ' the Man ; (that is, Eve was formed out of Adam) neither was the Man- 
Created for the Woman, but the Woman for the Man + So that-you ſee- 
here is Adam ftated in a degree of Superiority over his Wife before the Fall : 
and immediately atter it, God again renewed Adam's | 
Title, . when he told Eve (as I have but now mention'd) F 26. 
thy defire ſhall be ſubje# to thy Hucband, and he ſha! rule | 

_ Over tire; now I 10 far agree with what you at firſt lay'd down ; that if —_ 
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had not difordcr&d her faculties, and dated her apt oy” prone to.d foley hep, 
Husband, "this command' need. not. have. been; given, her, but- (ie 144941] fave, 


known her duty. from rhe order and end of the Creatiop, withour thu « to icite 
politive Coamand, 


F,. You have Sir, taken a great deal of pains. ta prove that which 1 69 not 


at all deny, that. as well before as after the. Fall, Ai (and, conſequer ly ail . 


other Hyusbands and Fathers) ovght ro be Superjgue to' ther Wives and .,_ hil-, 


dren, and likewiſe Govern end Command them. in all rhings rela! ing to their 
own good and that of the Family, as long as. they contin embers of ir ; 
nay, .that after Children are ( parated from : heir fathers Fam: y, they ſill owe 


their Parents all the grativude, dity, and reſpect Magi; able; 044k .yet. deny 
that this power which Adam had over Eve, and his Hu by acer, .nd ai other 
Husbands have over their Wives and Children,, is a regal defporn, al paWver, or 
any more than Conjugal. in 'reſpe&t of his, Wie, and Pacerual, im reſpect. of 
the Children, nor is that filial reveren® and ob<diuince which C| nidren . yield 
their Fathers, the ſame with that reſpe& ang duty which 2. Wife owes her Hus- 
band, or the ſame with thar ſervile ſubje&tion whict: oy their Lord and 
Maſter ; neither is the duty of a Wite of the ſam- tind with that which Sons 
pay their Fathcrs, or Slaves their Lords ; nor did $274 when ſhe called .{bre- 
ham Lord: (who was then Maſter-of 2 ſeparate Family, and ſo ſubje& ro none) 
ever {uppole that her Husband bad the fame Authority over her as he had over 
Hagar her B5nd- woman, to ſell her, or turn her out of doors ar his plicaſure - 
bur ro:make it more apparent ro you, thar this power granted to Atam over 
Eve, was not regal nor deſpotical, bu on!y conjugal, and tor the well ordcring 
of the Family, where ſome one\muit command in chicf, an the reft obey to 
avoid confuſion, will appear, firſt, If you conſider tiiat this SubjeQion of 
Eve to Adam was not enjoyn'd till after the; Fall, and is par: of Gods Judg« 
- ments denonnc'd againſt Her, for tempting Her, Hagband ro cat the torbid- 
den Fruit, and; certainly included ſomewhat . more. than that | -uperiority 
which he” had over her by his Creation, .or elſe God, ſhould nor have made 
it anF part of the J*.dgment .denounc'd, vpoa hers. If this ſubmiſſion ſhe 
ow'd to her Husband before the Fall, had been.of rhe ſame Nature with 
that SubjeCtion ſhe was to be unde; after it ; which, yet I take ro be neither 
ſervile nor abſolute, but only a conjugal Obedience or Submiſhon of her 
will to his, in all. things (Relating to the Government of the Family and the 
catriage of. her. {elf/; though | do. nor. deny, but the Hysband may ſometimes 
' re{train her by fave. in caſe .\he. carries her ſelf un: achattly, or  indiſcreetly, 
£0 the loſs -of her Reputation, and prejud: ce of his -intereit,' when ſhe will 
| nat be dire&ted, or advis'd by his p<rſua'ion, or commands, which®. before 
the Fall when ſhe was in a tate of Innoceiicy there was no "need of ; hince, 
(as your ſelf grant} before the Fall ſhe kaew; what was her duty, and per- 
formed it = gr; any . force, or conſtraint, 2c... And therefore that Text 
which, you have now quoted out. of. Geneſi "A thy deſire ſh14. be -(S4bject] $0 thy 
Hwbard, aud he ſha rele aver "thee, 18 nat tarly. C: red, for as tor. the Marginal 
addirion, - viz. [aubjeF}] to thy. Husband, it, 1s Not warranted rom the Her 
brew Original or Verſion of the LAX. "The: Hebrew having no more; than 
(thy defire ſha7/be to thy Hubanid) which the LAX renders. 4.6 
che coriverkion or inclination .of 'rhe defire; by.- which, ſume Interpreters 
ppderſiagd n no. wore tha the carnal Appetite; | io. .bkevike from the: words 
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( rule over thee ) they likewiſe obſerve that Moſes makes uſe of the fame Hebrew 


word, when he makes mention of. the Sun and Mcon ruling the Day and Night, 
tho they do not do it by any violence, or corporeal force; ſo likewife by thir 
raling of the Husband, is not to-be underſtood any abſolute, deſpotick power, 
whereby he hath a right to diſpoſe of the perſon and aQtons of his Wife in all 
things at his pleaſure, but that ſhe may in many caſes refuſe, nay controul his 
commands, and refift his ations, in ea they prove unlawful or Geltrudive to 
her ſelf and Children, P 


Bar that this Argument of St. Paul of the Husband's Superiority over his 
Wife, was not granted to Adam. alone, but equally extends to all Husbands 
ze from the very Text it (elf, or otherwiſe St Paul had argu- 
'df the duty of all Wives; and if fo, ic- will follow that 
eyery une of Aﬀam's Sons as ſoon as he took a Wife, had the like Authoriry over 
her as Adam had over their Mother ; And if over their Wives, then' by your 
Maxims ( of partus ſgquitur wentrem ) & quicquid ex me & uxore mea naſci- 
tur, in poteſiate 'meSeſt, all the Sons of Adam muſt have had the ſame Power 
over their Children 4 
quence will ftill follow from theſes places of Scripture, and alſo from your Civil 
Law Maxims, that either Adam had no Civil, or Deſpotick Power over his Wife, 
and Children, orelſc, if he had, that every one of his Sons when Married, and 


ſeparated from his Fathers Family had the ſame, and conſequemtly there were as 


many Princes as diſtin Maſters of Familes, and then what would | become of 
Atam*s Monarchy, I give you leave to Judge. 


M. I muſt beg your pardon if I am not ſatisfied with your anſwer to my laſt 
argument : For Lam till of opinion notwithſtanding whit you have faid, thar 
Eve was toyield an abſolute ſubjeQion to ker Husband, from that place already 
cited, That her ( viz. Eve's) defire (7. e. will) ſhould be ſubjeF to her Hus- 
band, &c. To which you anſwer that this ſul jetion of Eve to Adam, was not 


the ſame whichSons owe their Fathers, or Slaves to their Lords; And that Eve 


owed Adam, not a filial, or ſervile, but a conjygal ſubjection. 

| For [ would fain know che difference in the State of Nature, be- B. P. P,$ 
"tween one and the other ; For if you pleaſe ro compare that 27, 28. 

piace of Geneſis, I but now quoted with that other, where 

God gives Ca: power over Abel his Younger Brother, you will find them the 
fame in words as alſo in ſenſe. For in this God likewiſe: tells 

Cain, That unto thee, ſhall his deere be ſubje# and thou ſhalt Gen. 4. 7. 

rule over him. And fure God could not intend by theſe words, | 

that Abel ſhould yield a Conjugal, bur a filial ſubjeCtion to his elder Brother,and 
theſe words are not capable of two ſenſes, but muſt be underſtood a like in both 
places ( #. e. ) That the Defire( which is a Faculty of the Soul, and that the moſt 
attive too ) was to be ſubject, and rhe body, and all the Powers of it, were to be 
over-ruled by-him ; which is as full and abſolute! a ſubje&tion as- can be ex- 


prefs'd in words ; 2nd whereas you ſay that theſe words were not ſpoken till - 


after-the Fall, agd thence ſeem to infer, that Eve did not owe Adam fo much 
. as a Conjugal SubjcRion before that; St. Paul hath given you an anſwer to that 
already, which it is needleſs to repeat, and therefore upon 'the whole matter I 
think your diſtin&ion of a Conjugal Subje&ion different from a Filial or Servike 
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-/F. I'doubr not, Sir, but 4. ſhall'be- able: ro:'make good this diſtiaRion of a 
Servile anda Filial Obedience, and: in order to' it, ſhall reply to the conſequence 
you have made, for Eve's abſolute ſubjetion to Adam from the like Expreſſion 
uſed by God to Cain, concerning his ruling over his Brother Abe/, as is us'd 
here to Eve concerning her SubjeCtion to her Husband ; and that becauſe the 
Subjetion of Abel was abſolute, that therefore her SubjeQtion muſt be ſo too, 
I muſt crave your pardon if I deny your Aſſumption ;- fer I think I am able'to 
prove, that ncither bel, nor any other younger Brother, was, or is obliged, 
by vertue of this Text to yield an abſolute Obedience to his Elder Brother, in 
the ſtate of Nature or that he is therefore his Lord and Maſter, Nor can I ſec 
any abſurdity, but that the ſame words might be ſpoken to gtletaE-Perſons, yet 
in different ſenſes, which according to the Nature of the-F #to whom they 
were ſpoken might have different Effects. As here theſe word&'when ſpoken to 
Eve enjoyn a Conjugal Submiſſion of Eve's Will to. Adam as her Husband, but 
when ſpoken to: Abel rhey may fignifie a Fraternal Submiſhon of Ahe['s Will to 
Cain's as the'Elder, and perhaps the wiſer of the two, but without giving any 
abſolute or deſpotick power over either. 


M, I cannot be yet ſatisfied with your Reply ; for methinks this is but to-play 
the Fool, and trifle with God's Word, when he told Cairn thy Brother's defire 
ſhall be Subje& to thee, that is, (/ap yow,) Thou ſhalt rule over him only as far 
as he thinks fir, or if thou haſt the knack to wheedle or perſwade-him : Was 
not this a mighty matter for God Almighty to appear to Cazz about ? 'An Ex- 
ccllent and Rational way to appeaſe his Wrath towards his Brother ? Whereas 
God here plainly cnjoyneth a ſubjection from Fe! to his Elder Brother, and if 
ſo, by Vertue &F the ſame words,. a like Subjetionof Eve to A7am, andthen 
it will likewiſe follow, that as the ſtreams are of the Tame Nattre with the 
Fountain, the SubjeRion of all her Poſterity will likewiſe be included in hers, 
which I have ſufficiently proved already, had you not miſtaken the true ſenſe 
of thoſe two Maxims I laid down, For firſt, if Partus ſequitur vontrem, ard 
the Mother be a Subject, as Eve was, all her Pofterity mult be foto all Genera- 
tions, Andif Quicqaid ex me-&* uxore mea naſcitur in potefate mea eft be 

= true, then 4dam's Grand Children, and Great-Grand- Children, deriving them- 
\ ſelves from Fi and E07 ant bei under Adam's power. Nor can I ſee 

how his Sons, or Grand-ChildFe5, BF TTiing as TEpariee Families, could ever 
\ diſcharge themſelves from this abſolute Subjection to Azam, ſince they could 

never have quitted his Family without his conſent ; and when they did quir ir, 
unleſs he pleaſed to manumit them, they, their Wives and Children, were ſt1]} 
as much Subje& as they were before. Since I do not Tee if they were once Sub- 
jeas to him, how any thing but his expre(s will, and conſent could ever diſcharge 
them from it. Nor was that Authority (which every one of theſe Sons of Adam 
might Exerciſe over their Wives and Children, though rhey were nor freed 
from the power of their Father) any more inconſiſtent with that SubjeCtion 
and Obedience they owed him, as their Prince, than in an abſolute Monar- 
chy, the power of Fathers, and Husbancs, over their Wives and Children, 
as to the things rehting to the well-ordering and governing their Families, is - 
inconſiſtent with that ſupreme predominant power which the Monarch hath 
; over the Father himſelf, :and all his Family, or than the power of & Maſter 
-7-*- =-Qf- fi Family, in the Ile of Barbadoes, aver his Slaycs that are Married, and . 
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have Children, is inconſiſtent with that Marital and Patefnal power which ſuch 
a Slave may exerciſe oycr his Wife and Children within his own Family, though 
{till ſubordinate to the will of the Maſter, who may forbid any. ſuch Slaves, or 

. their Children to Marry, but where he hath a mind they ſhould and may Iike- 
wiſe hinder them, from correQting or putting to Death their Wives and Children 
without his conſent, Theygh ſuch-Subjedts in-an abſolute Monarchy, or Slaves 
in a Plantation cannot pang og; FnIOk any Property in Landeor Goods but 4r the 
Menarchs, or Maſters will... And fo likewiſe'st firſt none of theſe Sons of Adam: 
chough they ſet up diftin&t Families'from their Fathers, could enzoy or incloſe 
any part of the Earth without his Grant pr Aſſignment to whom the whole was 
given by God before, | | | 


It ſeems. likewiſe, to be a, great miſtake, when you at firſt affirmed that att 
Ciril Government was Ordained-.by God, for the -betiefic and adyanrage: of 
the. Subjects, rather than the Governours, Whereas from the firk and moſt 
Natural Government ir appears that Children who were the SubjeQs were Or- 
dained as much for the benefit and help of their Parents, who were the firf? 
Monarchs, as their Parents for them. From: all which we | 
* may draw theſe Concluſions; Firſt, that from Gen. 3,v.6, F. 4 M. M. 
already Cited, we,haye the Original Charter of Governmegt, _p. 244." 08 
and the Fountain of all Ciyil Power derived! from Saas ad OG 10 2) 
the Father of all Mankind.” ' $6 that not only tht Coulticutioh of power "in 
general, bur the ſpecial limitation of it to one kind, (viz) Monarchy," and 
the determination of it,. to the individual perſon,of Adam, are all Ordinances 
of God, Neither had Eve or her Children any Right to limit Adam'i Power, 
or, joyn themſelves with him in the Government. Noy if this Supreme'Power 
”  was.ſetled, and founded, by. God himlelt in Fatherhood, how is it poſfible-for | 
_ the people; $0 have any Righy oo alter, or liſpole of 3c otherwiſe ; "ir being 
God's Qrgivance. thar this Supremacy ſhould be unlimited in ami, and" a6 
large as.any. As of his Will. "So that the was nor only a" Father but a King 
and abſolute Lord over his Family; a Son, a Subje&, and a Servant, or Slave, 


- ” 


| being one and the ſame thing at firſt, the Father having power a 
to diſpoſe of or ſell his Children or Servants at his pleaſure; F. P, O.-4. 
and. though perhaps he might dea] toa ſeverely. or cruelly info | CEL40 


| doing; . y8t there Was pone above him, except\God; inthe ftite'of Niture, *who 


- 
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Cain concerning his ruling over his Brother Abel, as is us'd here to Eve, and 
tho' you are -pleaſed to thimk my expoſition of this place fo ridiculous; yet 
doubt not bur I be able to prove, when I come to ſpeak of this pretended Divine 
Author cf Elder Brothers over this younger, that this place cannot be unger- 
Rood in any ſuch ſenſe, - according to the beſt Interpretation that both the reaſon 

of the-Subje&, and the ſcnſe the beſt Commentators put upon it can allow ; 
but I ſhall defer this vj1l we come to difcourſe concerning the ſucceſſors of dom 
in this Monarchical Power you ſuppoſe. And therefore I ſhall only at prefent 
.purſac that abſolute Power, which you- ſuppoſe Adam to have had, not only 
over Eve, but all- her deſcendants. So that your Argument of Eve's, and 

.onſequently all her Childrens; abſolute” SubjeRtion to Adam, depends pon a 
very falſe ſuppoſition. . For if the SubjeQion of Eve to Adam, and of all 
Wives to their Husbands is not ſervile or abſolute, neither can that 'of the Chil- 
dren be ſo, fince according to your own fſimile, if *the ſtreams are of the ſame 
aature of the Fountain, they can riever riſe higher than it, and tho! I grant, 
Adam might in ſome caſes haye put. his Wife or Children to death, for any 
enormous -crime againſt the Law of Nature, yet I allow him that power, not 
as 2 Husband or Father, but only as a Lord or Maſter of a feparate Family, who 
having no Superiour ia the ſtate of Nature, I grant it isendued by God with this 
Prerogative, for the good of his Family, and pieſcrvation of Mankind, leſt 
ſuch horrid crimes, ſo much to its prejudice ſhould paſs unpuniſhe. Bur'that the 
Husband or Father doth .agt. act thus in either of theſe two Ong; I can 
eaſily prove. 


| Firſt, Becauſe # } Scripture tells us the Husband and 
Gen. 2.24. Epheſ: Wife are offs F hand that no man ever yet hated his 
5. 299; 30... own Fleſh ; ſo that ir-is impoſſible for a Husband to' put his 
.. .. Wife to death; till by the greatneſs of her Crimes, ſhe be- 
comes. no FI worthy of that. tender affe&ion he ought to bear her, Then 
as tg the. Father, he, asa Father, ought not ro defire'to put his Son to death, 
_ whoſe being he hath been the cauſe of, and who is principalty made out of his 
own ſubſtance, and on whom he harh beſtowed nourifhment and education for 
ſo many Years, until be finds that inſtead of 2 Son he proves an Enemy to his 
Family, or hath ſo laid wait againft his Life, thar as long as he lives he cannot 
be fafe ; or elſe commits ſome of ;thoſe heinous crimes which by the Laws of God 
and Nature'do Juſtly deſerve no leſs puniſhment than Dearth, m' ſhort whep he 
ceafos any longer to deſerve the name of a Son. 


Yer this Authority holds no lenger thi whilſt the Son remains part of his 
Fathers Family, and ſo Subje& to his Power, and this I take to be the reaſon 
why we do not read,, that Adamtook any notice of Cain's murdering his Bro« 
. ther, becauſe he was before freed from his Wa vi by ſetting up another Family, . 

- which certainly bad been Adar's duty to have done, had he been then under-his 
+, Juriſdiction, Murder being as great a.crime' before the Flood 

os. $f. as atter, tho' the puniſhmear' of it by Death were not poſi- 
tively enjoin'd by God till then : But#ſhall prove this point 
more particularly by and by, as alſo, that Ldem's Children might enjoy, or 
—— ſome part of the Earth without any grant or aſſent from Adam, to whom 
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To conclude, I doubt you miſtook me when you ſay, 1 at firſt. affirmed thac 
all Civil Government was ordained by God; for the b:nefit or advantage of the 
.the Subje&s, rather thaf\ that of the Governours, and therefore you undertake. 
to ſhew me, . that in the firſt and moſt natural Government, v7z, that of a Fa- 
mily, Children who are ſubjeCts” in the ſtate of Nature, are ordained as much 
for the benefit, and help of their Parents, who are their Princes or Maſters, as 
their Parents for them ; in which aſſertion you fall in-ro more than on miſtake, 
for I donot aſſert that in Civil Goverament the benefit or advantage of the Sub- 
ject, is only to be conlidered ; For I ſhall eaſily grant that Princes may very 
well challenge a very great ſhare in the honour and other advantages that may be 
reapt by their Government ;* and yet for all that when the happineſs and pre- 
ſervation of the SubjeCts, is | incompatible with that of the Prince, the former is 
to be preferred, and Biſhop Sanderſon is of this opinion; when ; 

he tells us in his Lecture * De Furamento; That the end of * De oble. conſe, 
Civil Government, and the obedience that is dus to it, ts the Prael. 5. $.19. 
ſafety and tranquillity of humane ſaciety, and therefore tho 

end is certainly te be preferred before the means, when they cannot bdth conlifh 
together ; but this is no argument for the preferring the benefit or advantages 
of Parents, before that of their Children, ſince Paternal Government is not Civil 
Government ; nox are Fathers abſolute Princes. or Maſters over their Children, 
as you ſuppole, and yet 1 think I may ſafely affirm, that even in this Paternal 
Government, tho” it be granted that: Children are ordained for the benefit, -or 
help of their Parents, yet when their happineſs and preſervation is inconſiſtent 
with that of their Children, it may be agreat doubt which is to be prefer'd, fince 
Gods chief intention in Parents, wag*for the Preſervation and Propagation of 
Mankind ; and therefore 1 a. "oh it could ever be any part of the Pa- 
rernal Power, for a Father to mak 11d a Slave, or to ſell him to others at 
his pleaſure as you ſuppoſe : This being no part or end of the deſi 12n or F Gury of 
a Father, 


And whereas you lay to my charge my miſtaking the true ſenfe of thofe 
Civil Law Maxims you have quoted; I think 1 can eaſily prove, that the 
mittake lyes on your fide, and-that 'yyu haye miſapplied them, to make 
them ſerve your purpoſe : For as to your firſt Maxim , Partus ſequitur 
Pentrem , from which you infer, that the Child ought to be of the ſame 
cobdition with the Mother, this rule in your Civil, Law relatcs only to Baſtards, 
and not Legitimate Chiſdren,' who follow the condition © 
of the Father accordigg to your Digelt : Qui ex uxore Dig.l. Tit.6.L.16, 
mea naſcitur filita mariti eft habendu, ſglikewiſe in your | 
Code, Cum legitime nuptie faite ſunt, pgtrem liberi ſequun- Cod. Tit, 19: L:14. 
tar, wnlgo que(i ttt matrem ſequitur: MC is your ſecond 8 
Maxim more true ; for tho' I grant according to your Ro-' Dig.Mie. F. L. I'9, 
manLaw, the Father might have abſolute power oyer his 
Wife and Children : yer 1 cannot ſce how this word naſcitur, can” be extended _. 
beyond thoſe that are born of a man and his Wike, and therefore can} ever con- - 
cern Grand-chjldren, muck leſs any more remote Deſcendants, and- this very 
Law, that a Son or Daughter. might be kfllediby a Father, ſeem'd ſo..ervel 
and odious, even to. the Antient Romans. themſelves , that neither the 
Law-of the Twelve Tables, nor the 7#lian Law of Adulreries, which were pro- 
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Fathef, Grand. ſon, or Grand- -daughter by Interpretation ; 'or argument a caſu- 


conſomil; Nor do theſe words, in Poteffate mea ef, prove more than that all 
Children are born under the Power 'of their Parents, tho? whether they ſhall 
always continue ſo as long as they live ; is not to* be proved from this Maxim; 
nor if it were, doth that make it a Law of Nature, For I muſt needs obſerve 
this, of divers,of you Civilians, that what ever Maxim you find in your Civit 
Law Books, ' that will make for your Notions, you preſently adopt them' for 
Laws of Nature, without ever enquiring ' by the ftri& Rules of Reaſon, ' and 
the Good of Mankind, (by: which alone any Law of Nature is to be tryed ) 
whether they are fo or no. 

1 ſhall not trouble my ſelf to confitte thoſe falſe Conchifions you have 
brought from thoſe weak Promiſes ; for if I have deſtroyed yeur Foundation, 
I think your Superfracture cannot ſtand; and therefore 'you muft pardon me, 
if I cannot find this Origihal Charter of Government, and of all Civil Power, 
to be defived from Adam by any Argument that yet you have brought either 

From. Scripture, or Reaſon; 'only give me leave to obſerve rhus 'much, upon 
what you bave ſaid, That if not only the Con > ge of Civil Power in general, 
but the ſpecial Limitation of it to one Kind, (viz,) Monarchy, be the Ordi- 
nance of God, I cannot {ce how any cther Government but that can be lawfully 
ſer up, or. obeyed by Men, fince no Goyernment can challenge this Priviledge 
againſt Divine Inſtitution. . 

M.. Since this Hypotheſis doth not pleaſe you, I ſhall be glad if you can 

ſhew me any berter Original; either of Adan?s Paternal 
B. Pp. P. I 36. Power, or of Ciyil Government, 'than this, that God oave 

Adam over Eve, who indeed was as at the firſt SubjeR, ſorhe 
Repreſentative of all that followed, and it "reaches not only to all her_Daugh- 
"xers.in relation to their Husbands, but to all of them in relation rotheir Fathers, 
and to her Sons roo, in relation te both rheir Father, ' and their Eldeſt Brother 
after his-Deceaſe, if no body Superior to both of them, and him ra 
and OFT) or eotber oVer- -ruled it, 
him etc more fo over -his Children 

(2,) 1f God's taking Eve out of "Adam, the foriiiog her.of one FF, his Ribs 
without his concurrence. did yet make her his Inferiour, his Children were much 
more ſo, which were derived from him, and by his ACt. So kb ht, 


(3. ) If ſhe were formed for hir), "nor he for her ; and that was another rea- 


_{on;; >thig extended to his Chil@fen too, who were” begotten for the comfort and 
aſſiltance of bsth him, and 'her. |, 
(4+) When Gad put Eve under tis SubjeCtion of her Husband after the Fall, 
her ire mult needs be ſo too, if Vey. were not excepted, bur we Rend Gf 


py except 
(5. ) ti ir FE $i Law of Nature, 'thar a1l* Children Goula be ſybje&t 


+ $0 OE nd did not Fr Law ſpread” it ſelf over' the: Face 'of* all the 
py BEE eaſed. d? 
Hun a. RM reas you would limit this Power'of Parents over their 


9p Ha > ba aA Y ork in its Extent and Duration, 'this js parely owing 
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limited in Duration neirher, . for the Fathers Power ovcr- his Son was not deter- 
mined but by his Death, though they could not execute that Power, but in the 
preſence of a Magiſtrate And I am alſo ſure that in all-the Hiſtories and Re- 
lations I have met with, among(t civiliz?d Nations (where it is not otherwiſe 
order'd by the Civil Laws of the Country) all Husbands, and Fathers have 
Power of 'Life and Death over their Wires, and Children,..and fo it is at this. 
day amongſt many Eaſtern Nations, 'and was antiently- amongſt the Romans, 
Gauls, and Perſians, Ec. Which' power 1 take not to haye been given, tor 
conferred on them, bur rather left to them by the Civil Laws of their Country 


in the ſame ſtate, as it was eſtabliſht by the Law-of Nature, or rather Nations. 
Now if ſuch Husbands and Fathers antiently had, and (till have a power of Life 


and Death in divers Countries aver their- Wives and Children, I defire to know 


what higher power they could enjoy, . fince he that hath power over a Man's 
Life, which is of the higheſt concetn to him, may certainly command him in 
all things elſe ? 

Bat as for your laſt Scruple that you cannot ſee, if Monarchy be of Divine 
Inftitution, how any Government but that can be lawfully ſet up or obeyed 
by Men, I think it may be a fatisfaftory Anſwer, if I tell you, that if thoſe 
who are Born under a Monarchy can juſtifie the Ferm they live 
under to be God's Ordinanee, they are not bound ro forbear F..4. MM. p. 2.66, 
their own Juſtification, becauſe others cannot do the like for 
the Forms they live under ; let others look ta the defence of their own Govern- 


ment: If it-cannor be proved, or ſhewed that any other Form of Governmene 


had ever any Lawful beginning, bur was brought in, or erected by Rebellion, 
-muſt therefore the Lawful and Juſt Obedience to MenarThy be denied to be the 
Ordinance of God ? 


F, I hope before I Rive done, to give you a chower Original from the Law 
. of Nature, as well of Paternal Authority, as Civil Government, without re- 
curring to Divine Revelation which (as I ſaid before) would oblige none but Jews, 
and Chriftians, or Mahometans, whofe Law is a mixture of both the other, 
In the mean time give me leave to tell you, that Eve's being the Repreſentative 
of all Wives, did not put either her felf or her Daughters into any abſolute. 
Subjection cither tro Adam, or their Husbands; if it did, then could not this 
Subje&tion be likewiſe owingeither to. Adam as the Patriarch, or Grandfarher of 
the Family, or to his Eldeſt Son after his Deceaſe, ſince this would make cvery 
Wite in the ſtate of Nature-to have had two abſolute- Lords, her Husband, and 
her Husband's Father, which is contrary to our Saviour's Rule, That no man 
can {erye two Maſters, that is, in the ſame kind of Service: And therefore it 
plainly makes out my diſtinQion, that there is 2 great deal of diffcrence between 
- Conjugal Submiſſion of a Wife'to her Husband, and a Servile'SubjeQtion of a 
Servant to his Lord, as alſo of that Obedience, or Duty, which a Subject oweth 
his Soveraign, ſince by your own. Hypotheſis it neceſſarily tojlows that either 
Cain's Wife (for Example) was not to be ſubject to her-Husband, orclſe muſt Le 
free from all SubjeQion to her Father Adam: But as for any Submi(ſon to Cain, 
as Elder Brother afrer 4!am's Deceaſe; I defire to be excuſed medling with it till 
ve have diſpatchrt the Queſtion in hand, 
I come now to thoſe freſh Confiderations you bring for this Monarchical 
power of Adam; for indeed I cannot call them new Arguments, becauſe 


my of thee have becn anſvered- alrcady. The tir Conkderation is; 15 | 


[_y . 
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the Priority of the Being which you ſuppoſe gave Adam 2 Power over his Wife, 
and conſequently over his Children ; but.I think this Priericy of Being could 
give him no ſuch Power at all over her, and confequently nor over them, for 
I I deſire to know whether if God had been pleaſed to have Creared, the' fime 
A ' Cay that Eve was mace, twepty fingle Men, and their Wives, that therefore 


unleſs God had particularly commanded it ? 

I grant indeed that from God's Creating Eve out of Adam, it - did reader her 
inferiour to him, and alſo from God's expreſsTommand, that he was to be ſubje& 
to him in all Conjugal Duries, yet <d:d neither of theſe render her, or her 
Children abſolute or perpetual Subjeds, and Slaves to Adam. And that their 
being deriv'd from him, or by his Act doth nat at all alter the Caſe, I have al- 
; ready proved. 

As ſor the third, that if ſhe were formed for him, and not he for her, that 
this muſt be another reaſon which muſt extend to his Children too: Here the Aſ- 
ſumption is not only falſe, but the Conſequence too : For ſhe was not only 

- formed for him, but rthar they might be a mutual help to. each other, and there- 

| fore the Scripture tell us, 4 Man ſhall leave his Father and his 
Gen. 2. 24. Mother, and ſhall cleave unto hit We, and they two ſhall be one 
Flaſh ; which words (in my Opinion ) are very tar from proving 

3, any {ach abſolute SubjeCtion ; for no Man can ever tyrannize over his own Fleſh ; 

; and if ſuch an abſolute SubjeQion had been intended, from Eve to Adam, it 

had been more conſonant to reaſon, for the Scripture to haye enjoyn'd her to 
have Icft her Father, and Mother, to cleave to her Husband, Whereas indeed 
there was no more meant by this Text, than that when a Man marries, he may 
freely quit his Fathers Family, and joyning himſclt to his Wife, may ſer up 
another of his own. But as for the Children that were begotten between them, 
tho'I grant they might be intended both for the comfort, and affiſtance of him, 
and her, yet I have already proved that the Parcnts are more chiefly intended 
for their Childrens Propagation, and Preſeryation, than the Childrea are for 
their Intercft and Happyneſs. 
- Your fouth conſideration is only a ſuppefition of the queſtion which is yet 
to.be-proved, that Eve was under an abſolute ſubjeQtion to Adam after the Fall, 
Fhave already proved this ſuppoſition not to be true, and therefore the conlſe- 
quence, as to;the Children is falie likewiſe, | 

'Your fifth, is rather an interrogation than an Argument, whether Children 
ought not tobe, and have notalways becn ſubject to their Parents all oyer the 
World ? In anſwer to-which I grant that it is true, that they have ever been {o, 
tho? not m your ſenſe, For 1 hold this ſubjeKion neither to be ſervile, or abſolute, 

_-Hox yet perpetual, as long as they live : bur inreply to thislimitation of the Power 
of Parents over their Children both in its extent and duration, you tell me this 


\ 


of FEY As: 


and for a proof of this you produce Geds own people the Jews, ſor an example 
that the power of the Father over his Son, was not determined. but by his Death. 
Bur your {cf confeſſes that he could not exerciſe this Power of Life and Death, 
but in the preſence of the Magiſtrate ; .the circumſtances. of which if they be 
eonliderd; will rather make 2gainit you; for - firſt the Father could not have 
this rebellious Son put to Death , till he had accus'd him before the Elders 
vi_the City, 6, is the Judges who Mcre cRabliſhe | in every Preciat , who 
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© uporre'ſoletan hearing, were to- ſentence. fuch a rebellious Son to' be. ftoned' to 


Death, by all the People of the” City; where: you tmay obſerve that the Father-had 
6 power to put him to Death himſelf,- and therefore ated in this-caſe as.an 
accuſer or a witneſs, not as a Judge. But if you'l believe Maimonides, one of - 
the moſt Learned of the Jewiſh Rabbins, he will tell you that | 
by the Municipal Law of the Jews, this pewer of the Father Tra#. Memarim:. 
did fcarce extend beyond the thirteenth year ofthe Son's Age, ---* 


- ” 
- 
. 


after which the Son was reckoned Adult,. and Emancipated-from! his Fathers 


. Power, anecould notafter that incur this puniſhment of a 'Stabborn and Rebe}- 
Tious Son ; and a Father. who did but ſtrike his Son after he was Adult, incurr'd 


Excommunication, for that he offended againſt the Law; And tho* I grant thar 
the Natiens you mention did exerciſe a Power of Life and Death over their Wives, 
and Children, yet will not the Praftice of ſome particular Nations, tho' never ſo ' 
much civiliz.d, amount ro a proof of a Law of Nature, which js only to bemade 
out from evidentRules .of Right Reaſon, arid'the (great end '6f this Law, the 
common! good off Mankind; andeſpecially when againſt the Examples of 'thoſe 
Nations which you produce, 1-can likewiſe ſet thoſe 'of many- more Nations, 
where this Cuſtum was 'nor allowed, - after once Civil Government was eftabliſhr, 
And as for the Romans themſelves, amongſt whom the greateſt Examples of this 
kind areto be found, they will not all of them- amount to above-three, or four, 
in fix or ſeven hundred years, and'thenj\ tho* there might be very good-cauſe for. 
it, yet:thE'People.:'of Rome never ſo much eſteemed: or loved ſuch Fathers 'afrer 
they had put their Sons' to Death, as they did before, but - 
counted them. tos Tevereanderuel for ſo doing. And foi De Cltm:. 
read'in YValerins Maximus, and Seneca, that they Killed © | | 
Erixiin a Roman Gentleman, for' whipping his Son to Death like a Slave; fo 
much did they abhor all ſych- Cruelty of Parents towards their Children; and 
afterwards,” when by the General Corruption of Manners amongſt the Romans, 
Fathers grew:more cruel totheit Children; and'often' pur them-to Death without 
cauſe. i. Thoſe'of your Feculty,”-ſuppoſe thar ſome 'of the-Roman Emperous 
(-rho'.itis uncertain who }: took away this Power from Fathers, and-.made it 
( as it 1s now among vs) Murder, for a Father to put his Son to Death, tho' 
others, fince there are no particular Edits to be” found” concerning *this matter, 
do- ſuppoſe this Lay to be changed by degrees, and to be left. off by. common 
confent of «the Remansrthemlelves;' tor it ſeems dangerous to grant toa private 
perſon the cognizance of any erime, whith'might belong to"publick Authority; 
and they. thoughr ir berterto Rrengthenboth the Paternal ard Marital Power by 
other Laws than, putting ts:Dearh!* \ And therefore Simpleciis upon” EpiFetns his * 
Enchiridion, ſays, that the Romans allowed Fathers this Power, becauſe they 
thought they-might very well zruit their Natural AﬀeQtion to their Children, for 
the exerciſe of that Power of ſelling them or putting rhera to Death, which 
was ſuppoſed they would rarely uſe; unlefs compelled: by extream neceffiry © or 
unpatdonable crimes ; and'therefore' if a Father would pur” his Son to death,” he 
wis to doir with his own hands, that he might ſuffer as well as his Son, bar 
when'this render affeQion-too failed, #r was no Wonder 'that' the RomanEmpe- 
1ors did not think 1t for the 'commorn 200d of their People, to' truſt 'Farhers 
with-this Power any longer; which they had hitherto exerciſed, p5t 10 properly 
by right of Fatherhood, | as that of the Maſter of a Family, who governed bis 
Seryants and his Sons by a like Authority, © © EOS CONES Þ 


Ld oy 
__ a 


# 
P # 
4 p 
. k, a ad , 
” ” 
” 
_ þ 7 -_ $5 3, A 
= ». Lab 8 $-v 6 
WD A x Eg og Fic, "OR 2 


2+.  — > 
Fo Pe) hs" fo 
4 N Y 


« . 
yd 
. . 1 306 
d . *. JV? 
. i , 4," 
» » s ' pw 
. "F" : Y Fe 4 
q 0 6 —" £ SO 4. þ » pal $2 F554. LI hs 
2 0) DTT” OOTY I Re Be 4 att bes oe * 
? 


OY 


5 IE  Bibliotheca Politica. 


_ To conclude, I cannot but obſerve, howſlyly -you wave 'my objeftion a- * 
gainſt the Divine Inſtitution of Monarchy, fortho'-you ſeem” Ioth'. expreſly-rto 
condemn. all other Governments as unlawful, yet the. conſequence will 
be the ſame upon your principles : For if it be a good argument which 

ſome make uſe of , for-: the. Government of the Church by Biſhops , be- 
cauſe. that Government being ſuppoſed by them to have been inſtituted 
by the Apoftles by Divine Precept,, therzfore that no other Government 
but Epiſcopacy can be lawful, or: any true Church, -where that Gevernmenr 
is. not in_uſe-: ſo the ſame argument ' will likewiſe hold in Civil Govern- 
ments, that all. others muſt be unlawful if Monarchy alone were erdained 
by God, and that all other forms whatſoever began from Rebellion or the 
 Fancies of Men. 


M. To anſwer what yon' have ſaid, in the firſt place I cannot fo lightly 
paſs over this argument, of the Law of Nations, by which 'L ſuppoſed the 
Power. of Fathers over the Perſons of their Children is ſufficiently: eſta- 

bliſhed, and from whence alſo it appears that among the Zews as well as 
Romans , the Childrea were lobpkt upon as part -of the ſubſtance of their 
Father, and conſequently that they had a perpetual right. in their Perſons, as 
long as. they lived, that the Rowans had the power of ſelling their Chil- 
dren three times, your ſelf do not deny; 'that.the. Fews alſo: had it :in uſe 
among them appears, firſt ty the ſtory of the: poor Woman, the' Widdow of 
 _ one of the Sons of the Prophets, who complained to Eliſha, 

Chap. 4. 1. in the ſecond of Kings, telling him that ' her Huchand is 

| dead, ane the Creditor is come t0 take her two Sous to be 
' Bond:men. And fo likewiſe in the New Teſtament, our-Saviour in St, Matthew, 
ſuppoſes it as a thing commenly practiſed *in thoſe parts of the World where 

? | he lived. . For, in the Parable of the King, who would . 
Matth.18. 24,25. take-account of his Servants, amongſt whom one owed him 

+, _ -._ Ten thouſand Talents, : But for &s much as he had nothing 
to pay, his Lord commanded bim to be fold, and his Wife, and Children, and 
all that he had, and payment to be made, Which was founded upon that 
| Law amongſt the Jews, that Fathers might fell their 

Perſe 5. Children for Bond-ſervants, until the year. of Jubilee, as 

Of appears by Nehemiah, Chap. 5. where he relates the Com- 
plaiat of thoſe poor Jews, who had been forced for want to bring their Sons and 
their Daughters into Bondage : Neither was it in their, power to redeem them, 
. © for other Men. had their Lands, and their Vineyards. 


And amongſt the Romans, this Power of ſelling their Children continued till 
it was forbidden by the Emperour Juſtinian, And as for the Greczans,. Plu- 
rarch in his Life of Solex relates, that till his time it was lawful amongſt the 
 Mthenians, tor. Fathers to ſel] their Childrenjto, pay. their own Debts : And I 
ſuppoſe it was upon this account, that Cymon the Son of the great General 
, Miltiades, was kept in Priſon by the Arhenians,, till he had paid the Fine 
of ten Thouſand Talents, which his Father died indebted to the Common-wealth., 
And Phileflratus in” his Life of Apolonius Thyaneus relates, that it was com- 
mon aniongſt the Phrygians to ſell their own Sons : And to come to. more 
Modern Times, a Son amongſt the Muſcovizes may by: ſold four rimes, but 
after the fourth Sale. the-Eather hath no longer a Right in him, as the Baron 
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| of Heberflein tells us in his Relation of Muſcovy ; and” it is not only in uſe 


- amongft them, but alſo amongſt the Tartars, Eaſt- Indians, Chineſes, and the 
People of Japan, not only to ſell their Children themſelves; but alſo, thar they 


or: Offences : So that you fee here is the Conſent of moſt of the Civiliz'd 
Nations in the World, who ſure, in this, follow the Dictates of Nature, and 
| | Reaſon, in the exerciſe -of a full, and abſolute Propriety, and Dominion ing 
and over the Perſons of their Children ; ſo that if it be a received Cuſtom, 
-ſ: or Law amongft moſt Nations, it is alſo from Reaſon too, ſince the Law of 


ſtrongeſt proofs, when all men\ agree in any thing * And Czcero tells us, 
That the Conſent of moſt Nations is to' be looked upon as a Law of Nature; 
+ and therefore theſe Cuſtoms are to be eſteemed as obligatory amongſt all Ci- 
viliz'd Nations, where the Municipal Laws of thoſe Countreys have not re- 
ſtrained or altered this Natural Power, and Intereſt, which Fathers had origi- 


nally over the Perſons of their Children. 
2 


vernment can be Lawful befides Monarchy , I ſhall give you the fame Anſwer, 


would make the like ObjeQtion againſt us of the Church of England, thas 
believe Epiſcopacy to be Furs Devino; viz. That God may for the ne- 
ceſlity of ſome Ecclefiaftical Order and Governngent in a Church, allow 
that Forma of Government to be Lawful , which kimſclf never -Infſtituted ; 
' Nay , which perhaps was unlawful to have been ſet up in the Church 
at all; and fo likewiſe in Civil Governments,\I will not_deny , that thoſe 
Forms may be lawfully obeyed as the Ordinance of Ged which. he never 
Inſtiruled , but have wholly proceeded-from the Rebellions, or Inventions 
. of Men, | 


F. I muſt confeſs, Sir, I cannot ſee how any Law 'of Nations can be 
ſuppoſed te lay any Obligation upen Mankind different from the Law of 
Nature, and Reaſon, or the revealed Law of God in Scripture. And, tho' 
I confeſs there is ſome divifion amongſt Learned Men about this matter ; 
yet I think it is ſar more rational to ſuppoſe . that there are but two Law 


And of this Opinien is the Learned Grozius himſelf in the place you but now 
cited, where he ſays , he added the words, many Nations , becauſe there can 
ſcarce be found\ any Natural Law , which is alſo wont to be called the 
Law' of Nations, that is common to all Nations : Yea, that is often lookr 
upon as a Law of Nations in one Country , which is not ſo any where elle ; 
| . 2s. (ſays he) we ſhall ſhew in-its due place , concerning Captivity , and 
- Poſtluminium. 


And for a2 farther confirmation of this, I will make bold to read 
to you in Engliſh ſome part of what the Excellent Pufendof hath write 
ten upon this  Subjet_in his Learned Work De Jure Na+ 
B cure o&. Gentium, Lib, 2. Cap. 3. which you may here $8 23. 
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are liable to be fold by the Prince, or his Officers, for their Fathers Debts, 


Nations is only that which receives its obligation from the Conſent - of. many 
Nations, as Grot: well obſerves : And Ariſtotle lays it down as one of the _ 


But as for what you ſay, that according to my Principles no other Go- - 


By that ſome of the moſt Moderate of our Divincs have given to thoſe, who 


| that can be Rules of Humane Actions, the Natural Law, and the Divine. 
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'- The Law of Nature and the Law of Nations ,is accounted, by.many one-and 
the ſame, which only differ by an extrinſick denomination, -. And form hence, 
Hobbs, De Cive, C.14.% 4 Divides rhe Law of Nature into the Natural 
Law of Men, and the Natural. Law of , Common Wealths, which 1s commonly 
ca/led Jas Gentiam : And then adas that the Precepts of both are the ſame ; 
but becauſe Common-Wealths, when once inſtituted do put; on the perſonal pro- 
Y perties of Men, that Law which! ſpeaking of the duty of particulax. men, we. 
call Natural, being applied #0, all. Common-Wealths :or Nations,, # called Jus 
Gentiumz #0 which opinzon we do likewiſe ſubſcribe ; neither ao we think, there 
ean be any other voluntary .or- poſitive Law of Nations, which can have the 
power of a Law. properly ſo cailed, and which may oblige all Nations as pro- 
ceeding from a Superiour. But moſt of thiſe things which amongſt the Roman 
Civil Lawyers, and others are referred to the Law of Nations, as ſuppoſe 
about the manner of acquiring of Contraits, and the like, do either belong 
ro the Law of Nature, or elſe to the Civil Laws of particular, Nations, which 
agree together, for the moſt part, in theſe things : yet from which no new, 
or diſtin ſort of Law i Rightly conſtituted, bcond thoſe Laws are common 
to Nations not from any Agreement or Mutnal Obligation, but in that they do 
by accident agree from the peculiar Will of the Law-givers in each particular 
Common-Mealth ; from whence the ſame things may bc changed by one People 
or Nation, without conſulting the reſt, and eftew times are found to be ſo 
changed. A 
And of this he here gives us ſeveral Examples of different cuſtoms amongſt 
Nations in making War upon each other, according to diverſe-forms, or tacit 
Agreements, whereby War may be managed with a little Cruelty as may be : 
W but thus he proceeds ; EST | 
b- Theſe Cuſtoms altho' they may ſeem to contain ſome Obligation, as ariſing 
I from this ſort of :Tacit agreement amongſt Nations, yet if any Prince ſhall 
wage a lawful War, er negle# them, or ſhould do quite contrary to them, he 
would not be guilty of any ſin againſt the Law of. Nature ; but only of a piece 
-of Roughneſs or Incivility, that he did nor make War according to thoſe Rules 
of Honour which are uſed among them, by whom War is looked upon as 2 
liberal Art. {And a little farther procceds thus.] | 
Amongſt the principal Heads of the voluntary Law of Nations, Grotius 
yeckons the right of Ambaſſadors, where we alſo ſuppoſe that by the very Law 
of Nature, Ambaſſadors are inviolable even with the Enemy, as long as they 
4 appear Ambaſſadors, and nat Spyei, and do not contrive Plots againſt thoſe to 
8: + whom they are ſent, and having ſhewn the neceſſity of Ambaſſadors jn order 
= to Peace, he thus goes 0n ; but there are other priviledges Attributed 19 Am- 
baſſadors, eſpecially to thoſe, who reſide in 4 place rather to fiſh out the Se- 
crets of another State, than for Peace ſake, thoſe priviledges depend from 
the meer indulgence of that Prince to whom they are ſent, and ſo if it ſeems 
good to him may be denied them, without the violation of any Right, if he 
will likewiſe ſuffer that his own Ambaſſadors ſhould be Treated in a hke man- 
ner, | 


M. I ſee whether this Author tends, but do not underſtand what uſe you 
«an make of it to your purpaſe. WE” OS 
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F. But I will quickly ſhew you if you pleaſe to have a little Patience, and 
therefore to apply what .I have now read, to. the-matter in hand, in the firit 
place, it is apparent from rhis Author, that the Law, or Cuftom of Nations, 
hath. no Obligation as, ſach, bat enly as it agreeth with the Law of Nature, 
and the'Law of God, and what Laws of Nations are fonnded on the: Law-of 
Nature, can only be tryed by ſome rule, which certainly is nor to be learned 
from the Knowledge of the Cuſtoms or Laws of all Nations, fince who is able 
ro know them all ? And therefore theſe Laws mult be tryed either by the natural 
light of a Mans own Conſciencc, or elſe by conſidering whether this or that 
practice of a Nation conduces to the Honour or Service of God, or the'com- 
mon good and happineſs of Mankind, and ſo may be known as well by the 


unlearned as the learned. Now I ſuppoſe you will not affirm, that this Law _ 


of the abſolute Property and Dominion of Fathers'in and over their Children 
ean be diſcovered by either of theſe ways, or that a Mans Conſcience will tell 
him, that it, 1s his duty to let his Farher Kill him or Sell him; or uſe him Tike 
a Brute, without any contradiction or refiſtance. And as for. the other, I 
think [ have ſufficiently proved that this abſolute power which you aſſert of 
Fathers over their Children, doth not proceed from that great Law of Nature, 
viz. the common good and preſervation of Mankind, to- which the practice 
of it may prove very deſtructive, which if proved, I think, I may eaſily anſwer 
all that you have now ſaid about the particular Cuſtoms, or Laws of diverſe 
Nations concerning this Matter, tho' your Inſtances were many more than they 
are, 


For in the firſt place as for thoſe you alledge out of the Scripture, they do 
(as I aid before) only regard the Municipal Laws of the Fews'; thoſe of the 


Romans touching this matter, did only concern thoſe Common-wealths whilft 


they were in being and no other Nations whatſeever, and for this opinion, 1 


| have both Grot/a« and Pufendrof of my fide, for the former in the beginning 


of the Chapter laſt quoted, afier having ſet down the different. Powers which 
Fathers may exerciſe over their Children, according to their diferent Ages : 


thus affirms ; as you may here ſee, ff Whatſoever is bevond rheſe Powers, . 


* proceeds, only from a voluntary Law, which is different in diverſe places : 
* fo by the Law which God gave the Fews, the Power of the Father over his 
** Son or Daughter, to diſſolve their Vows was not perpetual, bur-only endured 
*as long as the Children were parts of their Fathers Family, ' roſy 


And by the ſame Rule I may add, rhat Children were not" reckoned as: 


part of their Fathers Goods, and to be fold by him, or ſeized upon by Credi- 
rors for his Debts any longer, than they continued -Members of their- Fathers 
| Family, and conſequently were not ſeized upon as his-Sons, but'Servants. ' Ard 


[ defire you to ſhew me an Example, where ever among the .Fews, the Children: 


afrer they were Adulr, and parted from their Fathers Houſe, were' fold or 


ſeized as Slaves for their Fathers Debts. And as for the Romans, it is plaio,. 


they acknowledged their Patris Poteſtas to be in uſe amongſt* them, nei- 


ther by the Law of Nature, or Nations, bur only from their own [Civil 


Law-, gs appears by this Title , almoſt at the very beginning of Juftini- 
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nian's Inſtirutions, ( as I ſuppoſe you. know better than 
Inſt. L.1h2.T9g. I) Patria Poteſias eft Juris Civilu, & Civium Remano- 

rum propria, The Text follows in theſe words ( as I re- 
member ) Js Poteſtatis quod in liberos habemis proprinam eft Civium Romas« 
norem, nulli enim alii ſunt homines qui talem in liberos habeant Poteſta- 
tem, qualem nos habemus ; And therefore they would nor» permit ſtrangers 
to exerciſe it over their Children within the City of Rome. And if the Power 
of the Father among the Jews and Romans was not by the Law ,of Nature, 
or Nations; no more could it be fo, tho? exerciſed amongſt never ſo many - 
- other Nations, fince if it| were one of the Laws or Preceps of Nature, it 
could never have been taken away, or reſtrained by any Civil Law without 
the expreſs Conſents of all Fathers. And as for your Inftance of Cymoy a- 
mongf# the Athenians, it makes nothing to this purpoſe; fince if I take it 
at the worſt, it maketh no more, than that the Athenian Common-wealth 
dealt very ungratefully, and Tyrannically with Mzilziades and his Son ;-and it 
might be that they kept him Priſener as being Heir to his Fathers Principality 
in the Thracian Cherſonneſe, our of which they ſuppoſed he might pay the _ 
Debt; as the King with us doth often put an Heir in Priſon for his Fathers 
Debts, where he hatch Aſſets by Deſcent. : 
- But forall your other Examples, unleſs they have a reafon in Nature to 
ſupport them, they will no more prove that by the Law of Nations Fa- 
thers ſhould have a Right of Life and i Death, or of ſelling their Children, 
than if you ſhould argue from the Common Cuſtom amongſt the Lacedemo- 
#ians, the Aborigines in Italy, the Inhabitants of the Kingdom of Sophirys, 
as amongſt the /ndians mentioned by Qu Curtiws, and the Chineſes, and 
the Inhabitants of Formoſa at this day; all which either did, or now do 
deſtroy their Children as ſoon as they are brought forth, or elſe in the Womb 
afore they are born, if they pleaſe ſo to de. And as for ſome of theſe. 
Nations you have inftanced in, and particularly the Muſcovites, who can fcll 
their Children, but four times, it is apparent it is only a Municipal Law 
for if the Property of the Father over the Sons Perſuns were by them looked 
upon. as perpetual,- he might not only ſell him four-times, bur forty, if it 
were .poſlible, | 


But on the other fide, I -have againſt this Cuſtom of your Nations, the 
Examples of divers altogether as Wiſe, and Civiliz'd, who did not permit 
Fathers to exerciſe this abſolute Power over their Children, and therefore 
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.Platarchin Lycurgo. mitted Fathers to put their Children ro Death, excepr 
| | the Spartans, and that was only in ene caſe, and that 
was only in one. caſe, and that with the judgment and conſent of the eldeſt 
| Men of the Family, yet when their new born Infants were ſo weak or ill 
ſhaped as.ro. be thougr. not worth the rearing. So likewiſe. againſt yeur 
examples of the Antient Gauls, I ſet that of the Germans; a Nation altogether 
as wiſe and civilized as the other, ro whom I could likewiſe add the Antient 


Bibliotheca Politica. ?I 
Britains, Spaniaras, and divers others, and to the more Modern examples of 
the Eaſtern Nations, where this cuſtom is permitted of ſelling or killing their 
Children; I ſhall oppoſe the Turks and Perſeans, amongt whom it is forbid- 
den, as alſo amongtt all the Nations of Exrepe, who believe Chriſtianity ; and 
if we go over to. America, we fhall find that they are there ſo indulgent to 
their Children , that no fault wharſvever, tho? never ſo. great, ſhall make 
them pur them to Neath. And to ler you ſee that this is moſt ſuitable ro 
Reaſon, the two greateſt Philoſophers amongſt the Greeks, Plato and Arifforle, 
have condemned it ; The former in his Laws,' where he expreſly forbids ir, 
ſappoling that in no. caſe whatever, a Father ought to put off all Piery and 
Humanity towards -his Son, and that a Son ſhould be rather led by Nature, 
than driven by force to. obey his Father ; eſpecially fince his Power is ſufh- 
ciently eſtabliſhed by the Law, and the appointing of publick Jndges ; and 
Ariſtotle in_his Morals to Nicomachus, Lib, 8, cap. 12. accuſes the Jus Pa- 
trium_in uſe among the Perfcans. as Tyrannical, and Grotius tells. you ; he 
makes uſe of theſe examples of the Romans and Perſians, only that we might 
diſtinguiſh Civil Rights from natural. * From whence it aol 
appears. that the putting of Children to death by Pa- * VI. P. Arodiu 
rents, was lookt upon as an odius thing amongſt the Rerum Judica- 
wifeſt of the Antients; amd therefore neither the Lex #taram L. VI. 
Regia, nor the Law of the X 11. Tables, nor-the. Julian cap. 17, De emen- 
Law de Adulterits ( all which left Fathers a Power over datione Liberorum. 
the Liveg of their Sons and Daughters ) yet would cx- 

tend this Power by Interpretation to. the Grand: Father towards his Grand- 
Som or Grand-Daughtcr. | 


M. Yet for all this I think all the wiſcſt and moſt Civilized Nations were 
of my opinion, and it is from them that we ought to take this Law of Na- 
tions rather than the others ; and therefore I think the Romans were a great 
deal wiſer and better People than the Greeks, and the Antient Gaunls, rhan the. 
Germans, Nor does your argument againſt this power of Life and Death in 
Fathers by the Law of Nature, ſeem cogent; that if is were ſo, -it could never 
be taken away or reltrained by any Civil Law, fince this argument will make- 
as much againſt that power of Life and Death, with which you inveſt your Fa- 
thers of Families in the ſtate of Nature, fince if they have it by the Law of- 
Nature, it could no.more be reſtrained, or taken away by Civil Laws, .than any 
Paternal Power in the like caſe. 


F. I pray Sir, bold, if this controverſie is to be decided by the Wiſdom and 
the / Civility of Nations, we ſhall never have done; For in the firſt place, . 
who ſhall judge ot this conſent of the moſt Civilized People? and thar ' 
no account is te be made of thoſe whom. you call . Barbarous ; for what 
Nation will acknowledge it ſelf to be ſo; or. can arrogate ſe .mueh to it felt, 
as that, it may require all others to. conform them(clves to their Laws 
and Cuſtoms ; and that all Nations muſt be barbarous thar a& otherwiſe ? 
Anriently the arrogance of the Greeks, made..them look upon all. other 
Nations as Barbarous, and then the Rowans ſucceeded in this fookſh con- 
ceit of themſelves; andat this day we, People of Europe ( who are but a few 
in compariſon of the reſt of rhe World) do ſuppoſe our ſelves ro exceed 
all. others in. Knowledge. And yet on the other fide. there are Eh 

ho . ations 
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32 Bibliatheca Politica. 
Nations who prefer themſelves far before us, and I have read that the Chineſes 
have a ſaying, that the Europeans fee with one Eye , themſclves with two, ' 
bur that” all the reft of the' World are ſtark blind, and yet this: Nation 
maintains a Power of ſelling, and expoſi ing their Children, which we Europeatrs 
abhor. Now: pray tell me it there is not ſome common rule to be drawn 
from reaſon, pr the common good of Mankind, how ſhall we judge which is in 
the right? So that notwithftanding all that hath been ſaid on this ſubje& : 
I think 1 may ſafely conclude with the Judgment of the Learned Pmufendorf, in” 
_ Lib .6. Cap. 2, where ſpeaking of the Paternal Power, he ſays thus, Bur neither 
the Jame Power as ſuch, ſeems to extend it ſelf to that of Life and Death 
by reaſon of any fault, but only to a moderate chaſftiſement. For fince 
F71s authority is employed about an Age, that is weak and tender, and in 
which ſuch incerrigible crimes can hardly be committed, which nothing but 
Life can expiate, it is much better that a Father ſrould turn out of Doors 

4 Son who doth willfully refuſe through obftinacy and wickedneſs all aue' 
CARY, So that Abdicetion wnd” Difinheriting ſeems To be the utmoſt 
" prniſhment which ,can be infiited by a Father 0n 4 Son confidered' as 
ſuch, 


M, T fee it is to no purpoſe to ſpend longer time about this queſtion 
but fince your ſelf have all along allowed that the Father of a ſeparate 
Family in the ſtate of Nature, hath a Power to put his Wife or Children 
to Death, in caſe they have committed any heinous fins or © offences 
againſt che Laws of God or Nature, but you-have not yet 'rold -me [ and 
I doubt cannot ) how dam or any other Maſter of a Family could be 
endued with this Power of Life and Death, unleſs it were granted h.m by 
God, | | 


F. I promiſe to give you full ſatisfaction to this queſtion by and by; 
but in the mean time, pray ler me make it a little more' plain' to you,” 
that this Power of Life and Death , which may be exerciſed by Maſters 
of {eparate Families, over their Wives: and Children in ſome caſes, is not 
by any Power they receive trom God , as Husbands or Fathers but only 
as Heads or Maſters of ſuch Families, may by proved -by this inſtance, 
ſuppoſe a Maſter of a Family independant on any other / as in the Indies ) 
hatch neither Wife nor Children, yer ſure he hath notwithſtanding the 
ſame Power of Life and Death over his Servants or Slaves, for fuch great 
offences as you have mantioned, in caſe there be no ſuperiour Power over him 
ro take Cognizance of ſach Crimes. 'And ro make 'this+ yet plainer,' ſeppole 
2 Married Man having a Wife and Children will live ( together with them) . 
in the Family of ſuch a Maſter as I have now deſcribed -( yer not ar a Ser-, 
vant, but as an Inmate or Boarder) and whilſt he ſo continaes, his Wite 
Kills one ,of her Children, or one of his Sons ,* Murders his Brother, who 
bath right. to puniſh this” offence, bur the Maſter jn whoſe Family 
he is an Inmate ? And this follows from your own ſuppolal-:4for if 
erery ſefatare Family in the ſtate of Nature be a diftin@ © independatit 
Goyernment', then all thoſe that enter themſelves, as Members- of 
ſuch a Fami ly .maſt be ſubyect to the Maſter or Governour of ir, 'Nor 
do you reduce mc into any abſurdity by your reply to my argument, 
Thar if the Power of Lif: aad. Death Were SORRY in Fathers -by” the. 
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Bibliotheca Politica, . 33 
Law of Nature, it ceyld never be reſtrain'd nor t en from them without 
their conſent 3 that then this will make as much'againſf the like Power of 
Maſters of Families ; fince I muſt grant, this .is taken away by Civil Laws, 
* And why not the other? To this I reply, that you do not obſerve the ſtrength 
"of theſe words, Without their conſent ; For I ſuppoſe that no Power whatever 
can take this out of the hands of ſuch Fathers, or Maſters of Families in the 
ſtate of Nature, without they aſſign 1t to the Supream Powers of the Common- 
wealth upon its firſt Inſtitution ; whereas you make this Power to be obtain- 
able by Forec,; as by Conqueſt, or Uſurpation, not*only over thoſe that are 
not at their own diſpoſal, as Children and Servants; byt_ over their Fathers 
and Maſters too, without their conſents ; which is contrary to the Law of Na- 
rure and Reaſon. 


M. I ſee you take it for granted, that I will admit your Inſtance of the” 
Power of Life and Death to bein the Maſters of Families, and not as Fathers in - 


the State of Nature : Buras plain as, you think it, fince you queſtion the 
Power of Life and Death, which I ſuppoſe to be inherent in all Fathers ; I 
know not why I may not with more Reaſon queſtien. yeur allowing the like 
Power to Maſters of ſeparate Families, fince there is no reaſon, in my Opi- 
nion, which you can bring for fach 4 Power in your Maſters of Families; 
which I cannot with like reaſon urge may be alſo exerciſed by Fathers, and 
Husbands, over their Wives and Children, in caſc they. deſerve it, _ For if it 


be for the good and preſervation of mankind, that great and enormous Crimes, 


ſach as Murder and Adultery, ſhould be puniſhed, and that with Death ; 
Who 1s more fit to infli theſe puniſhments, or who can be ſuppoſed to judge 
more impartially of them, than the Father, or Husband himſelf ? Since he 
cannot put his Son or Wife to Death, however they may deſerve it, without 
very great relufancy ; ſince he, as it were, thereby lops off a Limb from 


his own Body, And therefore I cannot, ſee any Reaſon, why ſach a Married 
man 8s you deſcribe, ſhould by coming under another Man's Roof only, as - 


an Inmate, of Boarder, and not as a Slave, ( which I grant would alter the 
Caſe.) ſhould loſe that Power of Life and Death, which I ſappoſe he hath 
by the Laws of God and Nature over his Wife and Children, unleſs he had 
actually given it up to the Maſter of that Family with whom he came to Board. 
And therefore as | donot deny, but that a Maſter of a ſeparate Family hath 
power of Life and Death, and alſo of making Peace and War, with -other ſuch 
Maſters of Families, nay, with Princes themſelves, if there be eccahon, as 
we read in Geneſis, Chap, 14. That Abraham made War with the four Kings 
who had taken Lot Priſoner. So likewiſe when Judah pronounced Sentence 
of Death againft Thamar his Daughter-in- Law, for playing the Harlot, Bring 
Yer forth , ſays he, and let her be burnt, Gen, 38. I own this was nor 
done by the Agthority of a Father alone (he not being his own-Daughter, 
- and. his Son being then dead ; ). but as the Maſter of a {eparate Family, who 
hath ( I grant) poyet of Life and Death, as he is Lord over the perſons 
, of his Children, as Servants, and conſequently over their Wives alfo ; for if 
he hath power over his Son, he hath. certainly the like over all that belong 
to him, as long as they cantinue members of his Family, and. that he hath 
not thought fit to manumit,-or ſet thera free. . Bur now I defire to know 
by what right theſe Patriarchs could exerciſe all thefe-marks of Soveraignty, 
eſpecially: this great Power of Life wean err unleſs it were derived from 
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God at firſt; fince fo WA, hath any power to diſpoſe of his owh Life at his ; 
pleaſure, and therefore {irc hath naturally no power over that- of another +." _l 
man's : So that not only this Power ot the Patriarchs,but alſo that of all Mo- 
narchs to this day, muſt be derived from this Devine Original, 

F. Well then, I find you ?re forced to. quit the power of a Father,' as ſuch 
by Generation, fince ir. plainly appears, that this power of Life and Death, 
which you affirm a Husband, or Father may exerciſe over their Wives. or 

, Children in the fate of Nature, is nor, quatenzs, as 2 Father, but Lord and 
Maſter over them ; which in thie firft place I cannor allow to be true in relation 
ro the Wife ; nor that the ſubmiſſion of the Wife's Will to the Husband muſt 
imply a power of Life and Death over her ; for if ſhe is not his Slave ( as 
certaioly ſhe is not, for then a Man might {ell his Wite when he pleaſed) I 
cannot ſee how ſhe her ſelf conld conyey by force of the .contract, any ſuch - 
Power over her Lite, tho I grant, indeed, if ſhe ,happen to commit Murder 
upon one of her Children, or other Perſon of the Family, he may proceed 

- againſt her as an-Enemy, but not as a Subject ; and if it be for Adultery. it ſelt, 
I cannot ſee that the Husband can by the Law of Nature puniſh her with Death, 

for fince that Crim? doth really diffolve the bond of Matrimony, Divorce, or 
putting her away, and deſerting the Child born in Adultery, was even a- 
mong the Romans look'd upon as a ſufficient puniſhment, But as for the Power 
of Patents over their Children, I do not deny, but that a Father may have the 
like power over his Children whilft they are part of his Family, as over his 
Slaves or Scrvants in Caſe of 'ſuch grear and enormous Crimes as: you have 
already mentioned; bur that this is not __as a Father, but Maſter of a Family, 
your {elf have already granted in your Inſtances of 4braham and Judah; tho 

+ if you will conſider the laſt alittle'berter,. you will find that Jua#b did not pro- . 
ceed thus againſt Thamar, as her Father, or Maſter, but by ſome other Right ; 
For if you pleaſe to Took upon the 11th Perſe of that Chap, of Geneſis, from 
whetice you cite rhis Example, -you will find that Thamar,: after the Death of 

* Onan her Husband, went with Judah's leave, and dwelt in her own Father's 
. Houſe, and ſhe was then a Member of his Family, and- conſequently ( ac- . 
cording to'your Hypotheſis ) not under Judab's Power, when ſhe was thus got 
with Child by him; and therefore not he, but her own Father ought to have 
condemned her, if this Judgment had belonged to him as to'the Maſter of the 
Family. And therefore ſome of the Rabbins ſuppoſe, that when Judah gave 
this Judgment againſt Thamar, he did not a& either as a Father, or Maſter of 
the Family, for he was then under the Power of the Cananites ; ( who cer- 
rainly had ſome Civil Government among them at that time) and therefore 


they ſuppoſe that he aGted thus as a Civil Judge, bt by the ſupreme 
Magiſtrate of that Nation, * 


+ But to defend the Inflance 1 have given you of a Father of a Family lo- 

_ fing his power of Life and Death, upon, his becoming a part or Member. of 
another Family ; you your {elf have already yielded me as much as 7 can rea- 
ſonably defire for the defence of my Afſertion, fince you allow this power 
of Life. and Death to Fathers, not as ſuch, but as-Lords, and Maſters over 
their Childrey, as over their Slaves; and if ſo, 7 defire to know who'-can 
challenge this Pover but the Maſter of the Family with. whom he lives, 'un- 
leſs you can ſeppole two- diffinct Heads, or Maſters in the ſame Houſe, a and 
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then they will not bc'one Family, but two, under diftin& Heads, each of them 
fill rettining. their diftin& Rights, Bur you will fay, that this Boarder, or 
Inmate, is' not a Servant, or Slave. to che Maſter with whom: he lives, and 
therefore hath'not forfeited, or given up his Right, or Power of Life and Death 
over his own Children to him ; but it is no matter whether he did, ' or nor, 
ſince by making himſelf a Member of he others Family, he ceaſed to be Maſter 
of his own, and concequently. mult loſe all the Natural Rights or Prerogatives 
belonging to ir, of which, I grant this of Life and Death to be the chief; for 
if Familiesin the ſtate'oS Nature, are like ſo many diſtin Commonwearhs, in- 
dependant upon. each other ; it ' will likewiſe follow, . that the Heads of thoſe 
Families muft be in all things neceſſary for the Good and Preſervation of the 
Family, like ſo many diſtin& Civil Soveraigns, and conſequently muſt have 2 
power of Life and Death, and alſo of making Laws, -with. Puniſhments an- 
nexed tothem, in all Caſes where the good and peace of the Family require it. 
If therefore in a Civil State, or Monarchy, and abſolute Prince come into the 
 Dominions or Teritories of another, it is acknowledg'd by all Writets on this 
. Subje&, 'That- ſuch a Prince loſes that power of Life and Death which: he had be- 
fore, and'cannot exercife it as long as he is in the other. Princes Dominions : 
So by the ſame Reaſon, if the Maſters of Families, in the State of Nature, are 
like ſ@-many Civil Sover aigns, it will follow, that they muſt ceaſe to be ſuch, 
whn they become members of anothers Family, unleſs you will fall into the 
abſurdiry of ſuppoſing to abſolute independant Heads, or Maſters, in one and 
the fame Houſe ; which, whata confuſion it would bring, I leave to your ſelf 
ro judge. © 
M, 1 ſhall not much diſpute this Power of Life and Death with you, as 
belonging to Maſters of ſeperate Families: But pray ſhew me how they can 
exerciſe this Power over the Lives of thoſe that are under their Juriſdiction, un- 
leſs it were granted them by God, by virtue of that Original Power en to 
Adam, not only as a Father, but Prince of his Poſterity. 
F, I do not doubt but ſhall give you a fatisfaftory Anſwer to this i important 
Demand, without ſuppoſing any extraordinary Divine Commiſſiou from God 
to Adam ; For as for your Inftance of Abraham's making War, Leagues, or 
Covemance* with other Princes, it is no more than what any Maſter of a ſeperate 
Family may,do fer his own and their defence; - and what if -you or I were 
Maſters of a Family-in the, udies, where their is Fa Power above us, we might 
do as well as 4braham,. and all this without'any other Commiſſion from God, 
than the great Right of Nature, Self-preſervation, and the Well- performance 
of that +ruſt which God hath pur into our hands, of defending, and providing 
for our ſelves and-our Families, fince if God hath ordained the End, he hath 
likewiſe ordained all means neceſſary thereunto ; and therefore there is no ſuch 
grear Myſtery in this as you ſuppole. 
M. IE there were no more in it than a meer Right of Self defence; for 
which F grant Retaliation, or Revenge may bc alſo neceflary, you would 
have a great deal 'of Reaſon 'on your fide 5 But pray ſhew me how a Fa- 
ther, or Mafter of a PFamily*," / can Condemn either! his Wife,” Child',” or 
Servant to Death, ag'a - Puniſhment for any Eriermous: Crime, foch as T have 
mentioned ( and you agreed to”). without ſuch 'a Divine Commiſſion” as I 
"ſappoſe Adam had, 'WGince 1 own- Revenge or Retaliation, mayibe uſed by 
private men |! in. the AE v6 OT: by the Migne of f SclfEefence, which 7 
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grant may beexerciſed between equals ; Bur fince all pnniſhments, properly 
taken, are the As of Superiors towards their Inferiors, I cannot : conceive 
how any Father, or Maſter of a Family, can inflict fo great a Puniſhment ” ' - 
28 Death upon any Member ,of it, unleſs he derived this Power immediately. | 
from God, by virtue of the Divine Charter committed by him to Adam, and 
and from thence to be derived to all Maſters of Families, or civil Soveraigns, 
who could never derive this Power from the Joynt CompaQts or conſent of Fa- | 
thers, or Maſters of Families; ſince no man could eſt that td another, 
which he had not himſelf. And 1 have already, I think, with a great deal 
of Truth Aﬀerted, That no man hath power over his own: Life, totake it away 
when he pleaſes, and therefore cannot have it over another, man's ; much leſs 
can convey any ſuch Right to others, except it were granted at firſt by God, 
in the manner I bave ſuppoſed, which Lconceive may eaſily be. made out by 
ſeveral places in Geneſis ; by which it plainly appears that Adam, and after 
him Noab, were ſupernaturally endued with this Divine Power, 

F. Tho I am ſatisfied that. this Hypotheſis is extreamly abſurd, fince if it 
were ſo only, Chriſtian'or-Jewiſh Soveraigns, or Magiſtrates, who acknow- 
ledg the Scriptures, could lay any claim to, or exerciſe this Divine Poyer ; 
whereas we find it practiſed by all thoſe Nations, with whom the memory of 
Adam and Noah is quite loſt, and therefore muſt elaim- this Prerogative, -not 
from any Revealed, but Natural Law of God; yet however fince you think 
you have, ſuch clear Texts of Scripture on your fide, I defire you to ©: 
C.- produce them, tho , if they ſhould make out what you ſay, they would : 

E- only Terve to confirm, by Divine Revelation, that Prerogative of Life and 
. Death, which all Matters of Families, -as well as Civil Soveraigns, enjoyed by 
the Law of Nature, before ever the Bible was written. 

M. As for my own part, I am ſo well ſatisfied of this Supream Power of life 
and death granted at firſt by God to: Adam, and aftcr to Noah, that I cannot 
ſee that without the ſuppoſal of this, any Supream power could lawfully be 
excrciſed by civil Soveraigns at this day,: And therefore-I am of Mr. Selden's 
opinion, - who in his molt learned Treatiſe, De Fure gentium apud Hebreos, 
maintains with the Fewiſþ Rabbing, That the Law of Nature can never be planly 
proved, and made out by Reaſon, without a Tradition of its Preceps,as given 
by God to Adam, and thence conveyed to Noah, and his poſterity :- Which 
Divine Laws, or Commands, are called by the Jews the Seven precepts of Noah, 
which whatſoever Nation, or People, would obſerve, they permitted. them ] 
to live as Inhabitans among them; though they did not. embrace Circumci- | 
fion, or thoſe other Rights and Ceremonies commanded by the Law of Moſes. 

1 Now amongſt theſe Precepts, that of inſtituting publick Judgments for capital 
E- - Crimes, is one of the firſt, in purſnance of thar Command which God gave 

Noah immediately after the Flood, Gen, 9. v. 6.. Whoſoever ſheddeth man's 

blood, by man ſhall his blood be ſhed : for in the image of Goa made he man, 

By which Text almoſt all Commentators underſtand that it is not any com- 

mon man, but the perſon, of the civil Magiſtrate or Soveraign that -is to be 

meant-; Since it would be both impraCticable, and alſo breed great confuſion-in 
civil Societies, if by this word man, every common perſon, not endued by God 
with this Supream Power of Life and Death, ſhould.be underſtood; and there- 
fore I do ſuppoſe with. the moſt Learned Jews, that this: Power was firſt exer- 
cifed by vertue ofithat Divine Charter that was given-of it by God.to. Aagam, 
_. and then renewed again to Noah, by the Text. abovementioned. | 
| | * : | Now 
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Now. that 44am had by Divine grant an abſolute Dominion | 
over the whole World, and” all Creatures [therein contained, F. O. 210, 

will appear from Gen. 1. v.27, 28. { here is the Bible, I defire 211, 
you would read it with me ) Gon iye man. in his own” 
image, in theimage of God created k&him ; male and female created he them. 
And God bleſſed them; 'and God ſaid unto,them, Be fruitful, and multiply, and 
repleniſh the Earth, and ſubdue it ; and have dominion over the Fiſh of the 
Sea, and over the Fowl of the Air, and over every living thing that moveth 
»pon the Earth. By which Grant, or Donation, from' God of ſubduing. the 
Earth, and having dominion over the Creatures, Adam was made the general 
Lord of all things, with ſuch a particular propriety ro himſelf, as did exclude 
his Children from having any ſhare in it. ' So thar* if Cain had. his Fields for 
Corn, or 4bel his Flocks, and Paſture for them, it was only by Adam's Grant, 
or Aſſignation, .none of his Children or Deſcendents having any property in 
Lands or Goods, without his particular Grant, or Permiſſion. 

F, You muſt pardon me, . Sir, if I cannot be of your Opinion, that all the 
Preceps of the Law-of Nature muſt depend upon.no firmer foundation, than 
a Tradition of the Sdyen Preceps, ſuppoſed by the Jewiſh Rabbins to be given 
to Adam, and Noah, and trom them conveyed to all their-Poſterity, fince we 
find nor the. leaſt mention of any ſuch Precepts in the Scripture, or in Joſephus; 


7 Phils Judew, or any other ancient Writer, but only in the Talmud : Which 


though it pretends to a great Antiquity in its Traditions, yet any judicious man 
that will but peruſe it, . may eaſily fee the falſhood, as-well as abſurdiry of 
the pretended Tradition of theſe Precepts ; one of which is agaiifſt eating the 
Members of any living Creature ; which favours 'fo-ftrongly. of a Jewrſh Su- 
perſtition, that if that were a true Precept, or Law of Nature, no man 
could eat a Diſh of Lambſtones,,or a Black: pudding, without inning a- 
gainſt the Law of Nature : And it.is very improbable to ſuppoſe, that all 
mankind, except Jews, Chriſtians and Mahometai:, ſhould be obliged to live” 


| .or aG by thoſe Laws or Preceps they never heard of 7c if (as you your ſelf 


muſt grant) the memory or tradition of theſe Prec-pts be quite loſt amongſt all - 

Nations, - except the Jews, it is all oneas if they had aCted without any Law at 

all ; andconſequently, 'if they have not ſome better grounds for their obſer- 

vation of the Law of Nature, than theſe Preceps of Nah, Idoubt whether (ac- 

cording to your Hypotheſis ) all Civil Soveraigns that do not own the original - 

of .their Power of life and deathto this Divine Charter granted ro Adam, and 

Noah, maſt beno better than Murtherers, fince they take vpon thera toexer- 

ciſe this great Prerogative without any Divine Authority for {o doing;*BurT 
hope to ſhew you before we have . concluded this converſation, that, 'not enly 
the Power of Life, and Death, but alſo other Laws of Nature, may eafily 
be deduced, by Reaſon, to have been given by God to Mankind, by the ordi- 
nary Courſe of his Providence, without recurring to Divine Revelation ; 
which. can only oblige thoſe that haye heard of ir. But ſince you lay ſo much 
ſtreſs upon thoſe Texts of Scripture you have now cited; 7 pray give me 
leave.to examine, whether they, will bear that * ſenſe you put upon them. As 
for the firſt of thoic Texts you quote, *Whoſoever ſheddeth man's blood, by man 
ſhall hu blood be ſhed, &c, Suppole 7 ſhould take it in that” ſeyſe' you pur 
upon it, only to extend to Civil 'Soveraigns, or Migiftrates,' it will be fo far 
from - proving a Power of Life and Death to have been granted by God to 
Adam, and trom him conveyed to Noah, that this place ſeems to imply the 
| a EP con- 
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Contrary ; for if it wasa known Law before, that Murther was ro be puniſh- 
. £d with death by a Father, ,ox,- other, Magiſtrate, to what purpoſe was this 
Commang. now given to ,Nogh ? Since if it- were a Divine LaW' before! the 

| Flood, wheretfpre is it here” repeated,? And therefore all Expoſitors a- 
- gree, that this is the firſt Precept enjMMung, Murther to be puniſhed by ' the 
| Civil Magiſtrate, . which, before any of the Kin of the Perſon ſlain might have 
executed , as appears by Geneſis 4. V. 14, when Cain ſaid unto the Lord, 1 
ſhall be a fugitive, and # wvagabond on the Earth ; and it ſhall come to paſs, 
that every one that findeth me, ſhall fay me; which had been a needleſs tear, 

if none but Adam had a power to take away his life for the mirther of his 
Brother, as you ſuppole ; much leſs that God ſhould have needed to have ſer 
. a mark upon him tg & | im from being murthered by his Brethren, or other 


) KEEP 
Relations, Nor will, that other place you cite out of Geneſts prove Adam's 
{ole dominion over the Earth, and all the things and perſons therein contain- 
ed : For if you pleaſe to conſider it, - you-will find, Thar it is fo far from pro- 
ving your Opinion, that it ſpeaks the dire& contrary. pray therefore ob. 
ſerve of whon, Moſes ſpeaks jn that place ; ſurely not_of Adam,alone, when he 
Aays, Male and Female created he.them ; and God bleſſed them, and ſaid unro 
them, Be-fruitful.aud multiply, .and repleniſþ the Earth, and fubdie it, awd 
have dominion over the Fiſh of the Sea, and over the Fowl of the Air, ani 
ae | £03 over every living thing that moveth upon the Earth: From 
P. n..M. whence we may obſerve, Firſt, That theſe words being di- + 
Pp. 10. rectcd in the plural number, both to the Male and Female, 
n were not intended, to Adam alone, but by way of anticipa- 
tion;. not only to himſelf, and Eve, { who was nor then made) bur likewiſe ro 
their Poſterity (that is) all mankind; Then rhat they ſhould be f#uirful, and 
multiply, and repleniſh the Earth, and ſubdue it, (that is, poſſeſs and enjoy it) 
and have dominion, &c, over every livinSthing that moveth (in the Hebrew) 
creepeth upon the face of the Earth. By which words it appears, That not 
any dominion over Mankind, but only over Bruit-beafts, that move or creep 
upon the Earth, is hereby conferred. And that this mult be the rrue meaning 
of.this place, is plain, if you, will bur readthe two next Verſes thar follow.” Aud 
Gon ſaid, Behold, I have given you every Herb bearing ſeed, which « #pon the 
face of all the Earth ; and every Tree, in which u the fruit of # Tree yielding 
ſeed ; ts you it ſhall be for meat. And to every beaſt of the Earth, and to every 
Fowl of the Air, ana to every thing that creepeth upon the Earth, wherein 
there u life; I have given every green Herb for meat; and it was jo, Which 
words are certainly directed to the ſame perſons as the former (that is) to all 
Mankind, by the ſame Argument as thar every green Herb is here granted for 
 meatto every Beaſt of the Earth, and every, Fowl of the Air, &c. that then 
' v was, or.cver ſhallexiſt in Nature, So that this Text which you have cited to 
prove this abſolute and fole dominion of Adam over the Earth, and all thee 
Creatures- therein contained, 1s ſo far from proving, any ſuch thing, thar it 
ſcems to me to make out [the direct contrary Doftirine,, viz. Thar the Earrh, 
and all the Creatures therein, were not granted to Alam alone, as The ſole 
Lord and. Maſter of thetn; -but in common to himſelf, his Wife; andall his Po- 
Rerity, who had as good a right torhem, ashe had himſelf, So tharl mvſt tell 
you, , if you inteng to'bring -me oyer to your Opinion, you muſt produce ſome 
- better proofs out of Scripture, or Reaſon, than thoſe made uſe of by Sir R. F, 
Aud therefore I defire that you would give. me ſome plainer proots for ul 
He | | : adloute 
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Biblio}heca' Politica. 59 
abſolute Power over his Wife, and'all his poſterity, than hitherto you have 
done ; fincel cannot ſte any Divine Charter granted by God in' Scripture, of 
any abſolute power, or dominion, over their Lives, of Perſons, * 

M. I ſhall,”-Sir, do my beſt'ehdeavour to'give you all the fatisfaQtion I can . 
poſſibly thereih 3/ therefore 1 defire You farther to take notice, That Mr. Sel- 
den, in his Mare Claſum), and all the Jewi/þ Rabbins Have | 
underſtood this Text iti Genzſfs, to give Adam an ablolute LL; 1, 4. 
power over the Earth, and all things: therein contained, ex- 
clulive ro his Poſterity as long as helived. And the' ſaid Au- 
thor from the ancient Tradition of the Jews, 18 of the ſame _ Ibid. 


. Opinzon in his Mare Clauſuim. So that #f Sir R. F, anddivers 


I ” 


others have crred- inthe fenfegpf this place, I believe it is more than you or I 
can prove, ſince ſure they would nor have pit this ferife upon it, without they 
had ſome gobd reaſon for it. : | | 

But this much I fuppoſe you will admit, that Adam was 
created by God, and is in Scripture called the Son of God, Luke 3. 27. 
as indeed he was ; andif fo, let your ſelf, or any other ra- : 
"tional man conſider, Whether it be at all likely that God - - | 
ſhould nor endow -this Son '6f his, the Father of -mankind, '*''** B., P. P, 
with ſoruch Authority and Power az ſhould enable him''t © 5SeR, 32. 
govern his own Family, and Children, as long as be lived, ' 
without depending upon. them ſor their confent, and chopping Logick with 
them, whether his Commands were reaſogable, or Jawful gr not : And if a po- 
wer of life and death was neceſſary (as the murther of Abel by Cain ſhews it 
was) whether Adam had no more: ſhare in that Pewet, than any of his Chil- 
dren, or Grand-children > which is' ſufficient to ſhew you theabſurdity of your 
Tenets, That the Authority of Adam over his poſterity was not abſolute in its 
exercile, as well as perpetual in its duration; and this T think you cannot but 
admit, becauſe you have already acknowledged this Power of life and death to 
proceed from,or to be granted by God to Adam ; and fo conſequently mult have. 
continued with him as long as he lived. , 

F. Well, I perceive you find your Monarchy, or abſolute Dominion of ' Adam 
over Eve, and all her Poſtetity, as alfo over all the Creatures of the Earth,not 
to be proved from any of theſe Plates of Scripture you have brought for this 
extravagant Opinion ; and therefore you now urge upon me my own conceſſion 
of this Supream and Abſolute Authority of Life and Death, which I'do not de- 
ny but Adam might have exerciſed in ſome caſes over his Wife and Children as 
long as they continued part of his Family :* But that he was' not eridued with 
this Prerogative as Father; but as a Head'or Maſter ofhis own Family, I think 


-Þ have ſafhiciently proved,” and therefore netd not repear it. [And indeed your 


own inf{tarice* of the murther of bel by Caix, (which for all we can find paſt 
4ſtipuniſh'd by Mam) ſufficienty' proves, That this Power of Lite and Death 0- 
ver his Children or Grand: children, when once they were ſeparated from his Fa- 
mily,was net a neceflary Prerogartive of his Government, 'or elſe that his Chil- 
dren, ' and Grand-children, wheni they have erefed new Families of their own, 
had it as much from God as he; andthat from rhe fame reafon which you give, 


why God'endowed Adam with it; viz; becauſe withour ſuch a Power they . 
* could not have been enabled ro Gbyern' their Children and” Families as Jong as 


they lived. So that Adam's being created by God, or called hisSon, gave 
him not 8jot more powercover his Children, and his Deſcetdents, than what 
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ao - Bibliotheca Politica. . 
as a Maſter, or Head of a. Family he would have- had by the Law of Nature 
however-; and it is all one in this Caſe, whether you ſappoſe Mankind to have 
been created by.God, ; or, to have exiſted from all Eternity, provided you hold 
the being of 2 God, according to the. Hypotheſis of the. more modern Plaro- 
»niſts, who. tho they held-the- Eternity of the World, 'yec likewiſc owned all 
things to be governed by God's Providence : And-therefore. if on this Suppo- 
firion, Mankind could not be well governed, nor preſerved, without inflicting 
of Capital Puniſhments for great Crimes,, and that they are neceſſary for its 
peace and preſervation; it is likewile as neceſſary, that there ſhould be ſome 
Judge appointed by God to inflict them, which in the State of Nature can be 
only the Head, or. Maſter vt a'Family;; as after Civil Government is once. in-. 
ſtirured, . it belongs to. the Civil Sovereign, or Commonwealth. And this I 
hope will ſerve to anſyer your Scruple, how Azem, or any other Maſter of a 
ſeparate Family, may very well be endued with this great Power of Life and 
Death by the Law of Nature, without ſuppoſing any Charter granted him for 
it by Divine Revelation; orelſe depending upon his Childrens conſent for his 
"EXErCiſe of it, 
Bur before'l farther conſider , whether this Power of Adam, or of any other 
Father, or Maſter, be perperyal or not, - and extends any farther than his own 


Family, give me leave ro examine, Whether or no. Children, when grown to. 


years of Diſcretion, and even whilft they continue Members of their Father's 

Family, may not in ſome Caſes chop. Logick with him (as yoy call it ) and 

not. Deny queſtion, but judge whether their Commands be reaſonable, or 

lawful, or not.; or elſe 4brahem( for example ) muſt have ſfacri- 

Via. Joſ ficed to Idols, becauſe his Father bid him. Whereas Joſephus tells 

Ant, lib. 1. us, He rather choſe t0 quit his Conntry,and hisFather's houſe,thau 

Genus £0 ſin againſt God. And therefore 1 think you cannot deny, bur if 

Husbands, or Fathers command their Wives or Children to do any 

thing that is morally unlawful, or contrary to the Laws of God, or Nature, 
they may lawfully ( nay areobliged ) not toobey ſuch unlawful Commands. 

M. I ſhall fo fat agree with you, That if the thing command- 

B. P.. P. - ed be apparently contrary, to the Laws of God, and Nature, that 

SQ. .48. : - they are not obliged toobey their Commands ; but they muſt be 


. evidently, and apparently ſo, before they thus taks upon them_ 


to refuſe obedience to, them ; otherwiſe I deny that their Conſcience, how- 


ever miſguided, ought ro. be any excuſe, or julk ground of their diſobedience, 


For if their Conſcience be truly grounded upon the Laws of God, or Nature, 


- that will excule chem: ; - but if it be not, Conſcience without ſuch a Law, can 


\.. never do it, And yet. this non- .perfomance of the unlawful Commands of the 

. Augband, or Father, ,may very well conſiſt. without any Anarchy, or 'diforder 
in the Family, ſince the Wife and Children. muft always yicld him an-aQtive obe- 
dence, in performing all his Commands,; or. elſe a paſſive one, .in ſubmitting 
ro whatever harſh uſage, or puniſhment ſuch a Husband, or Father ſhall 
pleaſe to exerciſe, or inflict. upon them for their non performance of them, 
tho never ſo unlawful. Burt yer.certainly in all; poſſible and indifferent. things, 


Children are bound to yeild, not. only- a paſſive, bur an ,aQive obedience to | 


their Father's commands. For, if his Children ſhould have a liberty to judge 
of his commands, whether they are \-reafonable,. or not, what can cnſue but 
Acuyy and Confulon 1 all Families ? 


.F. LM I am E's we are fo far agreed, that A ; Wik and Children in as 
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| Bibliotheca Politica. +> Tl 
ſtate of Nature have liberty to Judge of their Husband's and, Father's Com- 
mands, whether they are lawful, or not, and alſo to diſobey them, when they 
are not ſo: AndI think T may carry this a little farther, and affirm, That 
ſuch Wife and Children ought not to obey the Commands of ſuch a Husband 
or Father, though they are not really contrary to ſuch Divine, or Moral Laws, _ 
but only erroneouſly ſuppoſed ſo by them ; and therefore moſt Caſuiſts agree, 
That even an erroneous Conſcience does oblige, as long as a man lies under 
that miſtake. For St. Pael tells us, What ſoever i not of faith, i fin, Romag. 
Nay farther, Such an erroneous Conſcience may excuſe a man before God, if 
his ignorance was not wilful, but invincible, and not proceeding from his own 
faulc ; but of this no' man can Judge, but God alone, and the Party whoſe 
Confcience it is ; and therefore ſuch a Husband, or Father, can have- no 
Right or Authority to compel their Wives and Children to-perform ſuch Com- 
mands, becauſe the Will ought always to follow the Dictates of the Under- 
ſtanding ; and therefore they ſhould not be forced to do that which they Judge 
contrary to God's Moral, or Divine Law ; fince Conſcience may be inſtruted, 
but can never be farced. Neither will your diſtinction of an Active and 
Paſſive Obedience help you in this matter ; For Active Obedience 1 underſtand 
well enough ; but as for Paſſive Obedience, I think it is next door to that we 
call a Bull, or Nonſenſe, And to prove this, I ſhall give you this plain inſtance, 
Suppoſe you had a Few to your Servant, and ſhould command him to do you 
ſome work or other on a Saturday, which he judged 2 Breach of the Fourth 
Commandment, that forbids him to work on the Seventh Day, (or Sabbath) 
and you being very angry, ſhould cudgel him ſoundly for this refuſal ; where- 
upon he tells you, That you may beat him as long as you pleaſe, he would 
not reſiſt, but yield a paſſive Obedience ; but yet could not perform your Com- 
mands, | ask you now, Whether you would reſt ſatisficd that this Jewiſh Ser- 
vant had ſufficiently performed what you bad him, by ſubmitting to your 
cudgelling ? ? And whether your Diuner or Horſe would not be as much un- 
dre(s'd after this ſort of paſſive Obedience, as it was before ? 


M. Perhaps indeed this Phraſe of Paſſive Obedience may be ſomewhat im- 
prope and may be more properly termed an_ablolute Subjedtion, or/Submiſhi- 
bur ir is all one what we call it, as long as you underſtand what we mean, 
fins ſuch Submiſſion doth ſufficiently avoid that Anarchy and confuſion which 
would neceſſarily follow, in caſe ir were lawful for Wives, or Children, in any 
caſe whatſoever, to reſiſt their Husbands, or Fathers, though for the' defence 
of life-it ſelf ; fince no Government can be maintained, where the Parties go» 
verned havea right torciſt their Superiors, or Governors, in any caſe. 


F. I grant indeed that no Government can be maintained where P. n. AM. 
the Parties governed refiſt their Superjours or Governors in the due p, 110. 
exerciſe of their Power ; but when they exceed thole limits, they 
ceaſe to Act as true Superiors, or Governors ; and therefore when inflead of 
Husbands, or Fathers, they prove Deſtroyers of their Families, 'I doubt not 
but they may then be lawfully refiſted by them. For ſuppoſe ſucl a Father of 
a Family ſhould in a furious or drunkgn fit go about to kill his Wife, or one 
of his innocent Children, can 'any. body think this was Treaſon againſt the 
Monarch of the Family, if his Wite, or one of his <ons, ſhould reſcue her {clf, 
or this innocent Child out of his hands By torce, if hey cou not otherwiſe 
Jug: him : | 
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Al Bibliotheca Politica. 
M. This ſuppoſition of Madneſs, or Drunkenneſs, in Fathers 
B, P..P, of Families, you Gentlemen of Commonwealth Principles make 
SeF, 47. © great uſe of, tojuſtify, your Docrin of Reſiſtance ; and I know 
| no reaſon why you might. not extend it as well to Anger, Luft, 
or any other Paſſion that a man is ſubject to ; and have given all the World a 
power to Judg when a man is Pruak, or mad, as well as his Wife, Children, 
or Servants ;+nor do 1 know why you ſo much infift upon it, but becauſe the 
Authors from whence you had it, are ſoin love with Rebellion and Diſorder, 
that they ſcek and catch at eyery opportunity to recommend it to. the World. 
But, I believe, had you a Wife, Child, or Servant, that ſhould take the liber- 
_ ty of controling you upon this pretence, you would be moreenraged with the 
Reaſon of the Refiitance, than with the Refiſtance it ſelf. 

F. Iam forry, S:r, any thing I have ſaid can fo far tranſport you to paſſion, 
as tomake ſuch unkind Reflections upon your Friends ; but pray be not ſo hot; 
is it not poſſible that a Maſter, or Father, in the State of ,Narture, may be mad, 
or drunk.? Mr EIRED | | 
| M, Yes; And is it not poſſible alſo that the Wife may be fo 

B, P. ÞP. . too? Now ſuppoſe they ſhould mutually charge each other with 
Ibid, madneſs, or drinking too much, who ſhall Judg betwixt them ? 
What horrible confuſion mult this introduce into all Societies, 
to give-inferiors a power to Judg their Superiors to be mad, or drunk, and there- 
upon to reſiſt, and oppoſe them with force ? Bur if it doth at any time happen; 
Wives,” Children, and Servants, that are-dutiful, may have ways to appeaſe 
their Hisbands, Fathers, or Maſters, when:mad, or drunk, without refiſtmg 
or Fighting them ; as by getting out of the way, or by ſubmiſſion, Prayers 
and Tears, which Nature hath taught them on ſuch occaſions to make uſe of, 
and which is a thouſand times a better method, than theſe violent Courſes you 
ropole, | | 
l fl All I defire of you in this Converſation, is, that you would be pleaſed to 
believe, I do not Argue out of any love to Rebellion, or Diſorder, or that I 
defire to encourage it in private Families, much leſs to recommend it to the 
World ; only what I ſpeak, is purely out of a dehire of the happineſs and pre- 
ſervation of Mankind ; and 1 hope 7 ſay no more, than what all ſober men 
will allow may be every day practiſed in private Families ; and therefore, 
fince you will needs have it, / do extend this Power of Refiſtance, not only 
ro Madneſs, or Drunkenneſs alone, bur even to Anger, Luſt,. or any other 
Exorbitant Paſſion a man can be ſubje&t to; and 7 do likewiſe give all the 
World a power to Judg when ſuch a man is mad, or. furiouſly paſſionate, as 
well as his Wife, Servants, or Children, if in thoſe dranken or mad fits he 
goeth about to kill them, or any elſe. For I think in that caſe, you will not 
deny, but any honeſt Neighbour may ſtep in and bind bim, or hold his hands, 
and ſo may likewiſe the Wife or Children themſelves. As ſuppoſe this Father 
or Husband ſhould be ſo far Tranſported with paſſion, or luſt, as to go about 
to. kill his Wife, or raviſh his Daughter; 7 hope you will not deny, but they 
may lawfully reſiſt him, if they can neither run away, nor yet pacify him by 
ſubmiſſion, prayers, or tears, which 7 grant are much better methods, if they 
- May prevail-: But what if they can neither get away, nor yet any of thoſe 
gentle means, you propoſe, can work any goed upon him, what ſhall they 
'do then? Can any one believe that God hath appointed an innocent Wite, 
or:Clyldren, to be niade a. Sacrifice to the madaeſs, drunkenneſs, paſſion, or 
or Husband ? And as for the Caſe. you put,, Where the- 
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Husband or Wife ſhould: charge each other with madneſs, or drinking too much; 
who ſhould judg between them? it is a meer Cavil; for as long as they only 
fall our, and only brangle, it is no matter whether there be any Judg, or nor. 
But if it proceeds to blows; and they are like to miſchif or kill each other, no 
doubr' but the Children or Neighbours may comein, and part them; and may 
either hold, or ſhut up one, or both of them, till they arefober, 

M. Pray, Sir, let us leave this touchy. Diſcourſe concerning Self: defence, till 
anen, when we ſhall have occaſion to fall more natura}ly upon.it. Suppoſe then 
I ſhould ar preſent grant you, "That a Wife or Children may (in caſe of 'fuch 
Extremities as may happen ro them by the madneſs, or Drunkenneſs of -the 
Husband, or Father) reſtrain, or refiit his violence; in caſe no other means can 
prevail ; what is this to diſobeying his Commands, or reſiſting him when he.is 
ſober ? Which certainly they have noright todo. But to come as near you as 
peflible I can, and tolet you {ce I am net a man of a domineering teniper, and 
whe approves of unneceſſary Severities, or unnatural Rigours, either in Maſters 
of Families, Husbands, or Fathers ; I grant that no Father, or Mafter of a 
Family, has any right to puniſh, or put to death the mcaneſt of his Slaves, 
much leſs his Children, without a ſufficient cauſe ; or that he may ſell his Chil- 
dren, or otherwiſe Tyrannize over them by cruel uſage, or too ſevere puniſh- 
ments, ſince they are not only part of his own Subſtance, and towhom by the 
order of the Creation he gave a being, but was alſo: (as you: well obſerve} 
ordained by Ged for their happineſs, and'preſervation, - as they were alſo';(as 
well as his Wite) for his conſtant help, comfort and (ubſiſtence; anditherefore 
they were, as much, or more, made for him, as he for them, as it is plain 
concerning the Wiſe from the Text in Gereffs, when God ſaid, It 15"not good 
that the man ſhould be alone, Iwill make him a help. meet for him, Gen.2.17. 
(viz.) the Woman ; and therefore, as her fubjeQion to her Husband is perpe- 
, tual, as long as ſhe lives, ſo likewiſe is that of the Children inwhom he aequi- 

| reth 2-Property by their Education for ſo many years; which I look Upon 8s 2 
greater obligation tham their Generatioh ; and over bath whom he muſt, .in che 
State of Nature, have an abſolute power of life and death ; which thongh1 
grant he may happen ſometimes ro abuſe, yet I ſuppoſe no perſon living hath 
any right in that ſtateto reſiſt him in the Execution of it, much leſs ro call him 
to an account, or puniſh him for the Male-adminiſtration of his Power. And 
you have granted, that the Husband in the {tate of Nature hath-a power.of 
life and death over his Wife, if ſhe murthezs her Children, 'or commits any 
other abominable {in againſt Nature ; and thatthen ſhe may be jufily cut off 
from the Family, and puniſh'd as an Enemy to Mankind, and fo certainly. may 
his Children roo. Bur what need 1ſay any more of this SubjeR, when you have 
not as yet anſwered my former Arguments, concerning the abſolureneſs and per- 
'petuiry of this Conjugal SubjeQtion, '(and that' which will likewiſe follow trom 
'1t) the conſtant ſervice and ſabje&ion of Wives and Children to their-Fathere 
M the ſtare of Nature: 1herefore pray; Sir, Jet us retutn again to that Head, 
and let mie hear what you have to: objeR aganft thoſe IO have Grongy: 
for -1t. ©. 

F I:beg your pardon, $Szr, if 1 haye not kept fo cloſe to the Point as 7 
might have done; but you may thank your ſelf tor-it, who brought me off 
| from whar 7 was going farther+to fay on that Head, by your diſcourſe of 
Paſjive Obedience and Non-Refiſtante,' 'and 7 know not What ſtrange unintel- 
ligible Power of Life and Death conferred'by God on Addr, as 2 Husband, 


A aa; 2 Father, But wo mg me- os Fart hey'e ro- proves that this in beter 6 - TIES 
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- the Wife is neither abſolute, nor'irrevocable, For proof of which I ſhall lay | 
down theſe. Principles, 1. That the Wife in the State of Nature, when ſhe 
ſubmits her ſelf ro the power of her Husband, does it to live as happily as 
ſhe did before, or rather to enjoy more of the comforts of life than in a fin- 

\ gle. State, 2+ That therefore ſhe did not renounce either her own happineſs 

or Self-preſcrvation. 3. Neither did ſhe make him the ole and abſolute Judg 
of the means that may conduce to theſe ends : for if this were ſo, let him uſe 

"her never ſo cruelly, or ſeyerely, ſhe could have no cauſe tocenſure him, or 
complain in the lealt againſt him . 4. If ſhe: have not ſo abſolutely given up 
her Will to his, ſhe is ftill Judge when ſhe is well uſed by him; or elſe fo 
cruelly, that it is no longer-to be erdured. Ang therefore if ſuch a Huſ- 
band will not allow his Wife Tufficient Food and Raiment, and other nece{- 
ſaries; orthat he uſes her cruelly, by beating, or othcr puniſhments, or hath 

endeavoured to take away: her-Life; in all theſe caſes in the State of Nature, 

and where there.is no Superior Power to complain, or appeal to, ſhe may 
certainly quit him ;' and I think fhe 1s not bound to return, to co-habit with 
him again, until ſhe is ſatisfied he is ſorry for his former cruel Treatment of 
her, and is reſolved to make amends for the furure. But whether this.Re- 
pentance be real, or not, ſhe only can be Judge, ſince ſhe can only Judge of her 
own happineſs, and the means of her preſervation. And the end of Matri- 
mony- being for their mutual happineſs, and help to each other; if he have 
broke his part of the CompaR,. ſhe is then ſo far diſcharged from hers; and 
conſequently in the meer ſtate of /Nature (whichis that we are now talking of) 

' the Vinculum Matrimonii (as you Civilians term it) will be likewife diſſolved: 

So likewiſe if ſuch a Husband, for no juſt cauſe, or crime in the Wife, but 

only to. be rid of her, ſhould endeayour to take away her life, as ſuppoſe to 

ſtrangle her in her ſleep,; or the like, no.doubt but ſhe may (notwithſtanding 
your Conjugal SubjeQion) refiſt him by force, and fave her life, until ſhe can 
call in her Children, or Family, for her rc{cue and afliflance ;, who fure may 
alſo notwithſtanding this abſolute Daſpetick Power you place in their Father, 
or Maſter, reſcure her from his rage and malice whether he will 'or not : Nay 
they are bound to do it, unleſs they will be Acceſſaries to her Murther, : 

M. Theſe are doubtful Caſes at beſt, and do very ſeldom happen ; and a 

Husband can ſcarce ever be ſuppoſed to be ſo wicked, as to hate, and deſtroy 

his own Fleſh, and therefore we need not make Laws on purpoſe for Caſes 

-thar:fo rarely happen. 7 4 1 = THEY « 

F. Rarely happen | I ſee you are not very converſant at the Old Bayly, nor 
at our Countrey Aſſizes ; where.if you pleaſe ro come, you may often hear of 
Caſes of this Nature; and F wonder you that are a Civilian, and have ſomany 
Matrimonial Cauſes in your Spiritual Courts, brought by Wives for Separation, 
propter Sewvitiam, &c. Should doubt whether Husbands do often. uſe their 
:Wives fo ill, - that it. is not to be.endured. But if the Wife have theſe Privi- 


leges, pray tell me why the Children ſhall not have the ſame, according «to | 


your own Maxime of: paris Sequitur Ventrem, ſince the Subjection of Chil- 
dren muft be according to your own Principles, of the ſame natere with that 
of the Mother ; and then. pray what becomes of this abſolute and perpetual 
Subje&ion you talk of ? | | | 

M. Yet 1 hope you will not affirm, but that Children are under higher ob- 
. 'ligations of Duty- and Obedience t6. their Father, than a Wife is to her Huſ- 
band, 'with whom. perhaps ſhe may in ſome caſes be upon equal.terms ; but 


= Children:can never be fo. in. reſpg& of their Father, to whom they are always | 
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Bibliotheca Politica,  _ .- "43 
inferior, and ought to be abſolutely Subject in the ſtate of Nature (that is) be- 
fore Civil Laws have'reſtrained Paternal Power, 

F. I thank yon Sir, for brivging me ſo naturally tothe other Head I was 
coming to, and [ agree with you in your other Maxim, of Qurcquid ex me O- 
uxore mea naſcitur in poteſtate mea #5}, yetnot in your ſenſe; For it I ſhould 
grant, that the Father's Power over the Chiid, commences from his Power 
over the Mother by her becoming lis Wite, and ſubmitting her ſelf, and con- 
ſequently al! the iſſue that ſhould be begotten of her, to her Husband's Power; 
yet (as I have proved, already) incaſe of rhe Wite, ſo Ithink I may affirm + 
the ſame in that of the Children, That they are nor deliver'd by God fo abſo- 
lutely to the Father's Will, or Giſpolal, as that they have no Right, when 
they arrain to years of Diſcretion, to ſeek their own happineſs and preſervation | 
'in another place, in caſe the Father uſes tham as Slaves, or elſe goes abontto . 
rake away their Lives withour any juſt cauſe, fince when Children are ar thoſe 

' years, I think they are by the Laws of Nature ſufficient Judges of their own 
happineſs, or miſery, that is, whether they are well, or ill uſed; and whether 
their Lives are in danger, or not, by their Father's Ys 


For tho' 1 grant that Children conſidered as ſuch] are a'ways inferior-to 
their Parents ; yet'I mult likewiſe affirm, that in another relpect, as they 
are men, and make a part of that great aggregate body of mankind, they 
are in all points equal to them 3 thar is, as the Parents have a right to Life, 

* Happineſs, and Self preſervation, ſo have they likewiſe, and conſequentially 
to all neceſlary means rhereunto, ſuch as Food, Cloaths' Liberty (IT mean 
from being uſed as Slaves) which Principles, if true, will likewiſe ſerve for 
a farther proof againlt thar abſolute Property, and Dominion, you ſuppoſed 
to be conferred on Adam over the Earth, and all things cherein, exclutive 
to that of his Wife and Children, For if they had a right to a Being and 
Self-preſervation, whether he would_or not, ſo had they "likewiſe to all the 
means neceſſary thereunto; and he was not only obliged to provide Food and 
Raiment for his Childzen.- whilſt they. were unable ro_do it for themſelyes, 
bur alſo when they” grew up to Years of Difcretion, they might take ir 
without his aſhignment, and this by Virtue of that Grant in Geneſis, I befoze 
quoted, And God ſaid, Gen, 1, (viz, to the Man and the Woman, and in 
them to all mankind then in their Loins) Behold, I have given you every 
herb bearing ſeed which is upon the face of the Earth, &c, Behold, to you it 
ſrall be for meat. So that ſure you were. too raſh, in affirming with Sir R. F. 
That a Son, a Slave, and a Seryant, were all one at tbe firſt: For l hope | have 
proved the Father doth not acquire any abſolute Property in the perſon of the: 
Son, either by his begetting him, or bringing him up; for then I grant, a Son 
and a Slave would be all one, But if you pleaſe better to conſider it, you. 
will find,; that Fathers were nzver ordained by God for perpetual. Lords and 
MaiſterMever their Children, bucratker as Tutors and Guardians, till they are 
of Years of Diſcretion, and able to ſhift for themſelyes ; God having defigned 
the Father. to beget, and bring up his-Child, nor for bis own intereſt, or:ad- 
vantage only, but rather for. the Child's happinets and prefervation, which 
by the Laws of God and Nature he is bound to procure: For as it is the 
Son's Duty never to do any Attion that may. make this Father repent his bee 
getting, or bringing him up ;. ſo on the other ſide, the Father ought not to 
Treat his Son fo ſeverely, as to make him weaay.of his Family, much leſs 
of his Life, It is s the Apaiics Precepr, Epheſ. 6, 4o- areas " popebit 
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46  Bibliotheca Politica. 
not your Children to wrath ; which certainly he knew they were apt to do, or 
elſ: that precept had been needleſs, Now pray tell me, if Adam had aſd 
one of his Sons (whom-he loved worſe than the reſt) ſo cruelly, as to make 
hun a Slave inſtead of a Son, and when grown a Man, fhould haye pur him 
to all the ſervile and hard labour imaginable, with farce Vittuals enough To 
Ive upon, or Cloaths to cover him, What mult this Son have done ? Born 2 
patiently? Or elſe do you think it had been a damnable ſin, if he had Kg 
into the Land of Nod, to Cain his elder Brother ? 

: M. To anſwer your Queſtion, I think in the firſt place it had: 

B. Þ. P. for I do not only take Cain to have been the firſt Murderer, 
c. 2, Se, 9. but Rebel roo; and in the next place this Queltion is needleſs, 

for it can ſcarce be ſuppoſed, that ever ' Adam, or any Father 
can be ſo wicked and ill-natur'd, as to uſe a'Son thug cruelly without ſome juſt 
occaſion ; but if he had, I think he ought to haveendured any thing from his 
Father, ' rather thag hank left him without his leave, ſince I cannot ſee how 
Children canever ſet themſelves free from their F ather's Power, whether they 
will or no, bt: | 

F. 1f that be the condition of Children, they are then, inſtead of Sons, as 
abſolute Slaves as any in Turkey, whenever their Father pleaſes. But you have 
already granted, that Fathers ought not touſe their Children like Slaves, nor 
to ſell them for ſuch to others ; And tho I have no great kindneſs for Can, 
yet I know not what warrant you have to call him Rebel; I am ſure neither 
the Scripture, nor Joſephus, mention his going to the: Land of Nod, as an 
offence committed againſt his King and Father Adam ; but rather as a piece 
of compliance, or obedience to God's Sentence, who had mace it part of his 
Curſe ſo to do. 

M. I ſhall not much trouble my ſelf whether Cain was a Rebel or not; I 
only tell you. what ſome Learned men havethought of his quitting his Coun - 
try ; but as for other Children, tho I grant their Fathers ought not to uſe 
them like Slaves, yet if they ſhould happen to do fo, I think ſach Children 
ought to bear.it as a Judgment inflicted by God for their Sins, and ſhould not 
by any means ſet theraſelyes free, tho their Fathers uſe*them never fo ſevere- 
ly, fince it 1s God's will they ſhould be Born, and continae under the power 
of ſuch ſevere Fathers. 

F. Burt pray, Sir, tell me, what if this Son had falleninto the power of a 
Stranger who would thus make a Slave of him, Was he likewiſe bound to bear 
this as 2 puniſhment from God for his Sins, and might he by no means ſer 
himfelf frec ? Since this could not happen without God's permiſſive Providence 
at leaſt, and I think you will ſearce prove it more in the Caſe of the Father, 
unleſs you will allow God to be the Author of Tyranny and Oppreſhion, 

M. 1 Grant that a Man that is made a Slave toa Stranger by force, Fave 
juit cauſe given by him, may ſer himſelf free by what means he c But 1 
deny he hath the ſame Liberty in reſpect of his Father, ſince th LET, 
powerover him is from God, and fo is not the Stranger's. - -'* 

F. What power of the Father do you mean ?- That of msking his Son a 
Slave, or of uſing him as a Father ought to uſe a Son ? The latter of theſe 
I very- well underitand to be from God, but not the former ; And it the Father 

' hathno ſuch power fromGod, I cannot ſee how it can be any Att of difobedience 
in a Son to look to his own Liberty, and Preſcryation, {ince Cruelty and Ty- 
ranny can never be Prerogatives of Paternal.Power, as you your ſelf confels, 
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M. I grant, indeed, a Father hath no ſuch Power from Ged to trest his Son 


- thus cruelly ; but if -he does, I ſayagain, That God having ordained the Son 


to be abſolutely ſubje& to his Father, he mult endure ir, let the conſequence of 
It be what it will : And I ſuppoſe you will not deny, but that in caſe of ne- 
ceſſiry, as when a Farther hath not wherewithal ro nouriſh, and breed up his 
Children, he may ſell, or aſſign his intereſt in them to any perſon who will nn- 


dertake to provide fer their Nouriſhment and Education ;- and that the Chil- 


dren ſo fold, or aſhgned, do thereby become atſulute Servants te the perſon to 
whom they were thus aſſigned as long as they lived; and why this ſhould be 
their condition in reſpett of a Stranger, and not ſo to their Father, I can ſee 
no Reaſon, fince their Father would have been at as much trouble and charge 
for their Education as the Stranger, | ; 
F. Io far go along with you, that in caſe of ſuch neceſſity as you mention, 
a Father may ſell, or aſſign the preſent intereſt in his Child toa Stranger ; yer 
I eannot ſee any Reaſon that this Sale, or Aſſignment, ſhould confer {o abſoe 
lute a Property in the Perſon of this Child, as that therefore he ſhould be a 
Slave to this Maſter, or Foſterer, as Tong as he lived, ſince admitting that the 


| Father, 'or other perſon who takes upon him thar Care, may perhaps juſtly | 


c)aim 2 Right in. the Service or Labeur of the Child, to ſatisfy them for their 
trouble and charge in bringing him up ; yet it doth nor therefore follow, that 
this Service isdue as long as the Child lives, but rather-until ſuch time as they 
can make their *Labour ſatisfy them for their Charge and Trouble in keeping 
him, which may very well be by that time the Child attains to Twenty five 
years of Age at fartheſt; and there are thoſe that have offered, to breed up 
and maintain all the Foundlings, and Baſtard Children in England, if they 
may be bound to ſerve them until about thar Age ; ſothar I ſee no reaſon, why 
a ſew years of Education, ſhould give any Man a right ovcr-another's perſon: 
as long as he lived. | : þ="B 
| Bur if you urge, that the Child owed his Life to his Father, or Foſterer, 
ſince withour his aſſiſtance he muft have periſhed, and therefore the Service 
of the Child's whole Life is but little enough to recompence it : To'this I 


- Anſwer, That the Parents are under an abſolute Obligation, by the Laws of 


God and Nature, to breed up their Child, and they tin, if they do not per- 
form it as they ought ; the end of a Father being chiefly for: the Breeding 
up, and preſervation of the Child, and therefore there is no Reaſon he ſhould: 


. acquire fuch a property in him, merely becauſe he did his Duty ; And the Dury 


of a Father being to better the condition of his Son, and not to make it worſe, . 
I doubt whether an abſolute and perpetual Servitude, or Death ir (elf, were 
the better bargain ; and if this Right will not hoid for the Father himſelf, 
much leſs will it be for a Foſterer, ſince he is likewiſe obliged by the Laws of 
Nature, and cemmon Humanity, as well as by his Contract with the Father, 
to breed up this Child ſo aſſigned him ; and not to let him per.ſh, if he be 
able to breed him up. Nor ought this Father's or Foſterer's temporal advantage, 
which he may make of this Child; to be the principalend of his undertaking, . 
but the doing good to mankind; and the advantage he may reap thereby, is 
to bz conſidered only as an encouragement, and nor as the only motive to this 
Duty, ſince he is Obliged to do the ſame thing, tho he were ſure the Child 
would either dye, or be taken away from him, before he could be with him 


Half long enough: to ſatisfy him for. his Charge. 
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Neither doth this reaſon hold true even according to the Scripture Rules 
of gratitude, That a Man hath a right to exatt of one to whom he hath done 
'2 Courteſy, or beſtowed a Benefit, a return as great as the benefit beſtowed ; 
fince-this were nor Beneficence, but meer Bar tering, or Exchange ; and a Man 
who had his Lite ſaved by another's atliftance, (ſuppoſe by pulling him out of 
the Water) mulſt be obliged by this Principle to ſubmit his Life to his diſpoſal 
ever after. And therefore 'I detire you woulf give me ſome better Reaſon?, why 
ſach a Son ought to be ſo abſolutely ſubjeCt to his Father's Power, as thatir 1s 
not lawful for him upon any account whatſoever to free himſelf from ir, let 
his Father uſe h' of never ſo cruelly or ſeverely. 

M. Well Sir, {ince you detire it, I will give you the beft Reaſons I have, 
why God cannot n *rmit ſo unreaſonable a Liberty as this would give to" all 
Children, in cafe they ſhould make uſe of it whenever they thought fit ; and 
therefore God hath ordained it thus, to take away all thoſe pretences of un- 
dutitulneſs and diſobedience which Children might make, ſhould they be per- 
mitted to be their own Judges, when they might quit their Father's Family 
without his leave ; which pretence of cruel uſage they. would be ſure to make 
uſe of, thereby ro leave their Parents uponeevery {light occagon, ſaying, Thar 
their Fathers were ſo cruel and fevere, that there was no living with them any 
longer ; when, indeed, jt wes not fo, but on the contrary, no juſt cauſe of 
complaint againſt them, more than bare correcting them for their Faults, 'and 
lo the Father be Berett of any, nay, all his Children who ſkould be helpful 
and ſerviceable to him in his old Age, which would brecd great confuſion and 
inconveniences in Families, eſpecially in the State of Nature, as inthe Caſe you 
bave pur concerning ddaw's Sons, they beirtg the only Servants he could have 
to mal.e ule of, on all occaſions; 

F. I defire you in the firſt place to take notice, That I put rhis Caſe con- 
cerning Aaam by way of ſuppolition only ; not bur that 1 have a better opi- 
nion of our firſt Parent (notwithRanding his Fall) than to believe him 9 ill- 
nattur'd, or that he was ever ſo cruel as to uſe his Children thus hardly, But 
in this depraved ſtate of Nature fuch unnatural Rigours and Cruelties in Fa- 
thers, as well as Diſobedience in Children, is but too frequent, which no man 
needs to doubt of, that will bux conſult the Cuſtom of divers Nations in Aſrica, 
and other Countries at this day, where they ſell their Sons for Slaves, andex- 
erciſe this Fatherly Power with the greateſt Tyranny and Rigor ; uling them as 
Slaves, or felling them to others for ſuch things as they want. And it you think 
ir againſt the Law of Nature for ſuch Children, when they ſee themſelyes 
ready to be ſold to work in the Mines in Peru, or Sugar-works at Barbawees, 
forun away into another Countrey to avoid ſuch a Condition, Which 1s as bad 
or worſe than dearh, you may enjoy your own opinion ; but I am ſure-you”l 
have bat tew Proſelitcs, bur {ach as are of the like Arbitrary Principles 3 and 
as for your Pretence, that it Children ſhould be allowed to judge when their 
Fathers treated them too ſeverely, or like Slaves, thcy would all run away, 
that 1s but a Subterfuge * : For firit, ir is a acedle Caution, Children being, 
when young, 'not apt to lcave' their Parents who have bred them up, upon 
whom they depend for their ſubfiſtence, and to whom, if they are treated 
like Children, they, ſeldom fail ro bear a natural Duty and Aﬀection; and 
ut well uſed, they will, when of years of di{cretion, be likewiſe willing ro 
ftay with them, and look after them when Sick, or Old, Not only ſor Duty, bur 
allo for their own: advantage, and in hopes of having a ſhare in what Goods, 
; of Eſtates they may leave behind them when they ry But if, when "ne 
| : ; ' __come 
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Bibliotheca Politica, . 49 
come to years of diſcretion, they can better their condition by marrying, and 
leaving their Fathers Family, their Parentsare bonnd in conſcience tolec rehm 
go, ſince it is their duty to better the condition of their Children, and not ro 
make itworſe : Always provided that ſuch Children cither take care of their 
Parents themſelves, or elſe hire others to do it for thera, in caſe they want 
their aſſiſtance by reaſo: of their old age, Poverty br Sickneſs ; bur if children 
may not quit their Fathers Families, tho they are n-ver {o hardly or ſeyerly 
dealt with, the conſequence will be, that Fathers may keep. their children as 
Slaves as long as they live, tho it were a hundred years, or elſe may ſell them 
to others, to be uſed worſeif poſſible ; the a>ſardity of which aſſertions, and 
how contrary to the common good of Mankind, / might leave to any indifferent 
Perſon to judge of. 

Therefore, Zthink, 7may very well ( according to the learned &rotins) Ji- 
vide the lives of children into zhree Periods of ages. The rſt is the Period 
of Infancy or imperfect Judgment, before the child comes to be able to exer- 
ciſe his. reaſon. The Secoxd is the Period of perfe&t Judgment or diſcretior, 
yer whilit the child continues ſtill part of his Fathers Family. Therzhirdis, 
afrer he has left his Fathers, andentered into another Family, or ſets up a Fa- 
mily himſclf, In the Firff Period, all the actions of children are under the ab- | 
ſolute Government of their Parents : For ſince they have not the uſe of reaſon, 
_ Nor are able to judge what is good or bad for themſelves, they could not grow 
up nor b: preſerv*d, unleſs their Parents judged for them what means belt con- 
duced to this end ; yet this power is ſtill to bedireSed to the principal end, v7z. 
The good and preſervation of the Child. In the ſecond Period, when they are 
of Mature Judgment, yet continue part of their Fathers Family, they are till 
under their Fathers Command, and ought to be obedient to it in all aQions 
which tend to the good of their Fathers Family and concerns. And in both 
theſe Ages, Iallow the Father has a Right to make his Children work, as well 
vs enable them to get their own'living, as alſo to recompence himſelf for the 
pains and care he has taken, and the charge he may have been at in their Edu- 
cation, and alſo to correct them in cafe they refuſe to work or obey his Com- 
mands, Butin other aCtions, the Children have'a Power of aCting freely, yer 
{ill with a reſpe& of gratifying and pleaſing their Parents, to whom they are 
obliged for their bzinz and Education : Since without their care they could not 
have attain'd to that age, Burt this duty being not by force ofany abſolute ſub- 
jeRion, but only of Piety, Gratitude and Obſervance, it does not make voidany 
act, thd dene contrary to their duty. The third and /aft Period is, when the Son 
being of years of diſcretion, either by marriage or otherwiſe, is ſeperated from 
his Fathers Family. In which Caſe, he is in all aCtions free, and at his own 
diſpoſal, tho till with reſpect to thoſe duties of Piety and Obſervance, which 
ſuch a Son muſt always owe his Father, the cauſe thereof being perpetual. 

M. 1 muſt beg your pardon if I cannot come over to your opinien, notwith- 
ſtanding all you have ſaid in this long diſcourſe ; fince | 
I cannot conceive, how in any Caſe Children can natu- @F, O.G. p.22, 6. 
rally have a power or moral faculty of doing what they 
will without their Parents leave; ſince they are always bound to ftudy to pleaſe 
them, and tho by the Laws of ſome Nations, Children when they attain to years 
of diſcretion, have a power and Liberty in many actions, yet this+Liberty is 
granted them by poſitive and humane Laws only,which arc made by the Su-. 
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50 Bibliotheea Politica. 
, pream Fatherly Power of Princes, who can regulate, limite or aſſume the Au- 
* thority of inferiour Fathers for the publick. benefit of the Common-wealth, 
So that naturally the Power of Parents over their Children never ceaſes by any 
ſeperations, tho by the permiſſion of the tranſcendant, Fatherly power of the 
Supream Prince, Children may. be diſpens'd with or prviledged in ſome caſes 
from obedience to ſubordinate Parents. 

-F. And I muff beg your pardon, Sir, if I cannot alter my opinion in this 
matter, for all that you have now ſaid, firc2 you can give me no better Reaſons 
than what'you did at firſt ; and tho you fly, you cannot conceive how-Children 
can eyer in any caſe, have a power or moral faculty of doing what they will 
| RIOT their Parents leave,” yet they may have ſuch power in many caſes, 

whether you can conceive it orno, For tho I do grant, 
P.n. M.20. 21. that Children are always bound to ſtady toe pleaſe their 

parents, yet doth not this duty of gratitude or compla- 
cency includes full and perfet Dominion of Fathers, in the ſtate of Nature 6- 
ver the perſons of their Children, and an abſoJute pewer over them in all caſes 
whatſoever, ſo that the Children can haveno right to conſult their own good 
or preſervation, however it may be endangered by their Fathers pasſion or ill 
nature, ſince a Wife is always obliged tothis duty of complacency to her Huſ- 
band : yet isnot this ſo abſolute, but thar in a State of Nature ſhe may quit 
his Family in thoſe Caſes I have already mentioned, and againſt which you 
had nothing to obje&t; andI deny your poſition, that Children when they at- 
tain to years of diſcretion, deriye that power, and liberty they uſe it many 
aQtions, .from poſitive Humane Laws only, or that the power which Parents 
naturally have over their Children, can never ceaſe by any ſeperation, but on - 
ly by the permisfion of the Father. 

For as for Bodin, and divers others that have written on this Subje&, they 
do no more than fallw others, who have afferted this abſolute power of Fa- 
thers upon no. better gronnds np the Civil or Roman Municipal-Laws, with- 
out ever troubling themſelves to look into the true Original of Paternal Autho- 
rity or Filial Subjettion, according to the Laws of Reaſon or Nature, And moſt 
Treatiſes of- this Subject being commonly writ by Fathers, no wonder if they 
have been very exact in ſetting forth their own power over their Children, bur 
' have ſaidlittle or nothing of the Rights of Children in the State ef Nature, and 
therefore I ſhall farther let you ſte, thar thisduty ef Children, even of pleaf- 
ing or obeying their Parents, can only extend to ſuch things as they way rea- 
ſonably or Eawfully command, For ſuppote, that Adam had commanded ſome 
of his Sons or Daughters never to Marry, you cannotdeny but this command 
had been yoid : (that being the only means then appointcd to propagate Man- 
Kind, ) for when there then lay a higher obligation upon them toencreaſe and 
multiply, than there is now, they mjght then certainly have choſen Wires for 
themſelyes, when they were of years of dicretion and capable of Marriage, 

And farther to ſhew you, that Children may in ſome Caſes ſeperate'them- 
ſelves from their Fathers Family and Subjection, without their Fathers conſent, 
is apparent, as to the Daughters, whe if they wereart firſt obliged'by this pre- 
_ cept to;Marry, might hkewiſe do it, whether he would or not, and were te be 
obedient to their Husbands when they were Married, the obedience which they 
before owed to their'Father, being now transferred to their Husband, or alſe 

they gull lerve tyo Maſters, which is agaiaſt our Saviours Rule, by which ir 
. | appears, 
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appears, that the ſubjeion of Daughters in the State of Nature is,not perpe- 
tual : And'to prove that Sons have a like Right to ſeparate from their Fathers 
Family, let us ſuppoſe that Adam had been fo cruel, and unnatural as ſome 
- Fathers are, that being oaly ſenſible - of the profit he received from his Sons 
labours, he would never have permitted them to leave his Family, nor to en- | 
joy any thing of their own, but weuld haye kept them hke Slaves as long as 
they lived; if you affirm, .that he might have done ſo if he had pleaſed, and 
that the Sons had ne Lawful means to help themſelves, ſmce he'only was Judge 
whether ever he thoughtfit to ſet them free or not : You your ſelf have already 
granted the contrary, when you affirmed, that a Father had no Right to fell 
his Child as a Slave, and then ſure he can have as littleRight to uſg him ſe 
himſelf, | OE 

But as for what you ſay againſt that natural equality ofChildren to their 
Parents confidercd as Men, you might eaſily have underſtood it,if your thoughts 
were not ſo wholly taken up with this tranſcendant imaginary Empire of Fa- 
thers inthe State of Nature, as if they were ſome what more than Men, For 
pray tell me, are they not equal, who have the ſame Right from God to the 
ſame things ? For if Fathers have a Right to live and be preſerved, ſolikewiſe 
have the Chileren, and ifthey have a Right to the end, they have likewiſe the 
{ame tothe means neceſſary thereunto, ſuck as are food rayment freedom from 
Slavery, &c. And if they are thus equal, they muſt likewiſe when they attain 
to years of diſcretion, be endued with a Power of judging for rhemſelves, con- 
cerging what things are neceſſary to their happineſs and perſervation,and what 
tends to their miſery or deſtruction , and coaſequently may very well judge 
whether their Fathers treat them kindly or cruelly; for if the Father in the 
State of Nature inthe ſole Judge of the means that conduce to his Sons happi- 
neſs and preſcryation , without his conſent he may determine that Poverty, Sla- 
very and Torment , ſhall be fit means, and conducing to this end, which is as 
gainſt ſenſe and reaſon and tho I grant , that Sons may ſometime be miſtaken 
in the true means that may lead to theſe great ends of life, yet doth not this 
take away' their Right of judging for themſelves, 2ny more than it doth the 
ſame Right from their Fathers, who as Men arealſo lyable to the like miſtakes. 
Neither did any Slave or SubjeS& ever giveup his will ſo totally to his Maſter or 
Monarch, as abſolutely to renounce all Right to happineſs and ſelf preſerva - 
tion, or to the means that may conduce thereunto. Bur I think, we have ſufh- 
ciently debated this great point of the Natural Power of Fathers over their 
Children, . and therefore. | _ | 

Let us in the next place conſider whether Children may not upon theſe 
Principles in ſome Caſes make uſe alſo of ſelf defence, even againſt their Fathers, 
if they cannot otherwiſe avoid certain ruine and deſtruction, therefore I will 
firft ask you what you think of this Caſe? A Son in the State of Nature being 

ſeparated from hisFather's Family, and having Children and Houſe of his own, 
What ſhall he doe in Caſe his Father, by the evilſuggeſtions of a Stey-mother, 
or*other wicked Pexſons, be ſo far incenſed againſt his Son, as to ſend Men to 
burn his Houſe, plunder him of his Goods, - and deſtroy his Plantation ? 

M. If the Son beabſolately ſet free from his Fathers Family and Power with 
his conſent, I do not deny but that ſuch a Son may refiſt thoſe Perſohs his Fa- 
ther ſends to ruine him and his Family, and may repel their violence by force, 
bur [ do not allow the Son the ſame power to re{iſt the Perſon of the Father, if 

he ſheuld come hiraſelt thus to deſtroy him, 
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F. Why ſo? Do you think a Father by being ſo, hath any greater Right t» - 
deſtroy his Son and ruine his Family then a Stranger ? | 

M, No ; but becauſe the Perſon of a Father ought always to be efteemedb 
the Son as Sacred as his Natural Prince, and if he ſhould have a Right to reſiſt 
his Father by force, he might happen to kill him. in the ſcuffle, which would 
be a ſin againft Nature. 

F, Well, ſuppoſe the worſt, would this be more a fin againſt Nature, than 
ro ſuffer himſelf, Wife, and Innocent Children to be turned out of all the 
have, and left to periſh by hunger and cold ? St, Paul ſays, That he that doth 
not provide for his Fanily is worſe than an Infidel, and I think ſo would the 
Sen be if for fear of hurting his Fathers Perſon, he ſhould permit all his Family 
to be expoſed to certain beggery and ruine. 

M.. This precept of St, Pa#/ obliges only, when-a Man may provide for h's- 
Family by Lawful means, but. not - when it cannot be procured but by doing 
what is unlawful, as 7 take this reſiſtance of the Perſon of the Father to be. 

. F. I grant indeed that a Father, ating as ſuch, is not to be reſiſted, even: 
when he correts his Son, but 7 ſuppoſe you will not fay that in the Caſe 7: 
put, he as asa Father, but an Enemy, when he goeth about without any juſt 
occaſion to kill orruine him, unleſs you can ſuppoſe, that the will to preſerve. 
and deſtroy. can confiſt together in the ſame Subject ; neither can you affirm- 
that the Father hath any right to dealthus wickedly and violently towards his 
Son,. and his innocent Family. By what Law thcu muſt the Son: be obliged to 
Sacrifics his own life, and that of Wife and Children, and all that he hath, to 
this imaginary Duty ? : ib 

M. There ſeems to me two geod reaſons for it, The firſt is that gratitude 
which the Son; muſt always owe. his Father for his Being and Educa-ion, and 
therefore if he give up his Wife, Children, and all that he hath to his Will, ir 
wauld ſcarce be a ſufficient requital for all the Benefits he hath received from 
him, The ſecond is, becauſe no circumſtances whatſoever can take off-or 
oblirerate this Relation; and tho 'ris true your Father 'whilſt ating thus doth- 
not deal with youas a Father, but an Enemy, yet he is ſtill your Father, and 
you are and'will be always his Son do what you can, and ſo conſequently you 

will tillowe him Subjetion. For it is a maxime not only of 
B:-P.P.F. 15. the Civil Law, but that of Nature too, and this moſt of all in- 
the State of Nature, that is, before Civil Laws had reſtrained 
the Pateroal Power, Jura Sanguinzs nulls delifo dirimi poſſunt, and laſtly 
from the fourth Commandment of, Honour the Father, &c, Now no Man can 
render honour to him whom he goerh about toreſiſt, and fo may alſo deſtroy. 

F. 1 confeſs you have urged this Argument as home as the_thing will bear ; - 
but yet /think 7 can fhew you, that the Sen 1s ſo far from ating againſt the 
Law. of Nature in thus reſiſting his Father, that 7 think he would rather tranſ- 
greſs it-jf he afted otherwiſe. But firſt ro anſwer your Arguments, 1deny, 
that either Generation or Education-do confer ſy great a benefit, that a Man is 
_ obliged'to Sacrifice. himſelf, his Wife; and Children, and all he hath in return 
for it. Firft for Generation, 7 ſappoſe you will not much inſiſt on that, ſince 
you muſt grant that a Father doth not att in that matter, as a voluntary, but 
Natural Agent; neither is it-in his Power to hinder the Child that he gets from 
being conceived or born; acither did he. get him; ſo much to propagate his | 
Species, as ts gratify his own preſent natural appetite, | 
-Then for Education, which 7 grant is much. the greater 0b/igation, ſince 
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by the former 7am only born-an irrational helpleſs Creature, but by the other - 
Iam made a reaſonable Man, able to helpand provide for my ſelf, and; know- 
ing my duty to God and. other Men, yer.even. theſe obligations are not great 
enough te make-me Sacrifice my ſelfandall that 1 have to his fury or humour. 
| I grant indeed, . that if it were to fave a kind Fatner's life, a Son may. be:obliged 
- ro venture, nay. lay down his life to ,perform it; but 7 deny; that oven for 
| ſuch a Father, he. hatha Right to give up. the lives of others which axe not. at 
his diſpoſal ( as thoſe of hfs Wife. and Children are not ) in; this- caſe, For 
this were not only to return more than was firſt given, but alſs to pay' debts 
with that which is not my own ;. and to give up their lives, and let my Father 
take them away is all one, if I can hinder it, qui non prohibet facit, Then 
as for the Relation of a Father, which you ſay no fault of his- can obliterate 
or deſtroy ;. you muſt grant that it. may be ſuſpended for a time, as when a 
Man binds, or rc{ifts his mad or druken Father who--would kill him, or his. 
Wite or Children, he doth not do it to rhe Father, but to the mad Man or Drun- 
kard, and ſo likwiſe in this Caſe, he doth not reſiſt his Father, but a furious un- 
reaſonable Creature, who is ſo far from behaving himſelf as becomes a Father, 
that he doth not a& like a Man : Nor doth your Maxime hold true inall Caſcs, 
and therefore is no Law of Nature, for Jura Sanguinu aliquo deliffo  dirim: 
Poſſunt, or elſe a Father could never put his Son to death for any crime whateyer, 
which.you have affirmed he. may ; but certainly when he' as thus, it is not. as 
a Father, nor doth he deſtroy him as a Son, but an Enemy or Malefacttor,. - 
Now I deſire you or any indifferent Man to conſider, fince the common good . 
of Mankind is the ſum of all the the Laws of Nature, and the great rule by. 
which they are to be tryed, which rule is to be preferred, and conduces more 
thereunto when they cannot conlift at once or together. That a Father,who. by  * 
| your own. confeſſion, comes to do an unlawful wicked action,..( viz.) to ruine . 
and deſtroy his Son, with his Wife and Children, ſhould be reſiſted, and: con - 
ſequently ene Mans life putin hazard, than that many innocent Perſons ſhould 
beruined, and perhaps ſtarved to death for want of food and ſhelter. And as 
for the filth Commandment, that extends no mure to the Father than to-the . 
Mother ; thd you are pleaſed to leave her out, becauſe it makes againſt your - 
opinion : and therefore if by Honour, ,is m2ant, Thou ſhalt no rept; then no Man 
ſhould refit his Mother any more than his Father, if ſhe went dþout to kill bim, . 
and yet not the Mother, but the Father, is' by your Hypothefis, the;;naturdl . 
Monarch that hath this Power of Life and Death over the Son. Burt: -letius-pur- 
ſue this/point nofarther, if you will not-be convinced I cannot. help it-., | 
But pray tell menow, whar a Son muſt do, if his Father tranſported by fury - 
aid malice ſhould go about to kill him with a Sword or other Weapon, and that - N 
h:hithno other way left to ſayehis life, neither byintreaty nor flight, (which 
I-graat ought to bedone'if poſlible,) whether he may reſiſt his Fatlier: with what: 
next comes to hand, or ſuffer himſelf to be killed ? +, -. 1 913 41-124 345 
M. Lam much better fatisfyed in this Caſe than inthe other,; that he ought | 
rather to.lcr his Father take away his life rhan reſiſt him, ſince here is but one. 
life to be lott, whereas, I confeſs, the other Caſe was harder, becauſe there 
were more lives concerned than the Sons, and I am of:this opinion partly for 
the ſame reaſons as before, and partly becauſe tis more: ſuitable both ro Reaſon, . 
and. the Law.of Nature, , as alſo to.Holy Scripture, Preceps and Examples -: For 
i. St, Peter. command, Servants t0'be Subje# to their Maſters, &c.' Not 'only - 
to ih>good and gentle, bur alſo to the froward.: And if Servants, : much .more 
. g0ns,. , 
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Sons,” who owe their Fathers a higher duty and obedience, than'Servants:can 
owe their Maſters; and Iſaac was fo' far convinced, that his Father Abraham 
had Power over his life, that tho he was a luſty oung Man, *and could carry 
Wood enough to conſame a Burnt-offering, yet do we not find, that he offered 
-in the leaft' to reſiſt his- Father, when he was about to bind him to'be Sacrificed: 
For he very well;knew, that his Father' could not be reſiſted withourendanger- 
ing his life, if not taking it away in the ſcuffle; and ſure you'will grant, that 
a Son ought rather of the two to let his Father kill him;' than he take away his 
life, by whoſe means he received his own ; eſpecially fince 4braham was the 
Maſter of a great Family; and in- whoſe life and well being, not only his Mo- 
ther, but all the Family had an intereſt as neceſſary for their well being and 
"happineſs : Nor can I think, that £$raham would have ſo readily aſſented to 
God's' Command for” the doing of it, had he-not been already farisfyed, 
"that he: had an unaccountable power of Life and Death -oyer his Son by 
"the Laws of God and Nature. IF | 
F. In the firſt place, to anſwer your authorities from Scripture, as for that 
-place of St. Peter you have cited, it is not a precept given by the Apoſtle to Sons, 
-but to Servants or Slaves,whoſe lives and all that they had were at their Maſters 
abſolue diſpoſal, being thoſe whom the Apoſtle Paul calls, Servants under the 
yoke ;- and unleſs you will make a Slave and a Son to be all one, ( which you 
have already denyed ) this precept doth not at all concern them. And -as for 
Example of 1ſaac, .that will. make as little for yout advantage, for firſt as to 
Abraham, he conld not but know, that to kill his Son without any juſt cauſe, 
was as much murder in him as in any other Man : Now what could be a jufter or 
a higher cauſe than Gods partiicalar Command ? So that as this a&t of Hbraham 
is-not to be taken as an Example by other Fathers, ſo neither doth the Exam- 
ple of 7jazc oblige other Sons to the like Submiſſion ; therefore it is moſt rea- 
ECD ſonable to ſuppoſe, that 7ſaac being then- ( as Chronelogers 
P. n, M.p.z7. ''make him to be) about nineteen or twenty years of age, and _ 
TOME. . '' of years of diſcretion toask where was the Lamb for the Burnt- 
offering, was alſo inſtructed by his Father, before he came to be offered, of the 
reaſon of his dealing thus with him, and then the Submiſſion was not payed to 
bis Fathers but zo Gods will, from/whom he miraculouſly received his being. 
-But ifany Mandoubrt wheter reſiſtance in ſuch a Caſe were Lawfu), I leave it to 
-his own-conſvience toiconſider,\ whether if his- Father had him alone in a place 
where:he conld neither run away'nor yet call for help, he would ſuffer his Fa- 
ther to cut his Troat without any refiitance, only becauſe he pretended Divine 
- Revelation forit, Not but that I ſo far agreewith you likewiſe, as to limit 
ſach'a'refiſtance only. to the holding his Fathers Hands, or warding off his 
-blows, but;nor ts the taking away his life, but of the two rather to loſe his own 
:than:to kilhim, :for'the reaſons you have given, and which I will not deny; 
bur yet if the Father be mad, I much doubt whether ' the Son is bound to ler 
':hHim Kill him rather than take away his life, , ſince ſacha Father's life is no way 
-uſeful to' the. good of 'the Family. So that' tho I ſhould grant that Paternal 
Power is from God, and conſequently irreſiſible, yet doth it not follow that 
all the unjuſt force or violence, which a Father as a Man may uſe againſt his 
Sons lifeor forrane, ' is ſuch part of a Paternal Power as God hath commanded 
us not. to reldſt, ſince your ſelf muſt grant that he doth not thus a& ( in going 
;ab6ur to killhis Son )- as afather, but a violent and wicked Man * So that where 
che fther hath no Righr, 'to take away his Sons life, I think.in all ſuch Caſes, 
X Wort ae II | the 
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Bibliotheca Politica. 55 
the Right of the Son to reſiſt him doth take place, And if a Man may reſiſt 
or bind his Father when he is Mad or Drunk, and in ſuch fits goeth-abourt to 


Kili him, 1 can ſee nothing to the contrary why he may not do the ſame thing, 
when-his Father is tranſported by a fudden rage or unreaſonable malice, fince 


% 


both of them do take away the uſe of natural Reaſon as much the one as the o- 


ther, according to that ſaying of the Poet, Ira furor brevis eff, Anger isbut a - 
ſhort madneſs : Fury and Malice being alike fatal and deftruttive to the Sons 
life and ſafety, with Drunkenneſs and Madneſs ; ner doth ſuch a Son refift his 
Paternal Power but only his Brutiſh ſorce and violence, So that if Sogs { when 
grown to years of diſcretion) havenot a right to defend their lives in the State 
of Nature againſt all Perſons whatſoever, who go about te.take it away withour 
any juſt Cauſe, every Son ought to ſuffer his Father to kill him, when ever 
being tranſported by madneſs, drunkenneſs or ſudden paſſion, he hath will fo to 
do : which how it can confi with thar great Law ef Nature, of propagating 
and preſerving the ſpecies of Mankind, ifa Father ſhould have any anreaſon- 
able unlimitted Power, 111 leaveit to your {elf or any ether reaſonable Man to 
conſider ; nor oth it. follow, that becauſe a Son can in no wiſe be Supcriour to 
his Father, he ought not therefore ro refilt him ; ſince tho. 

I grant puniſhment is a Right of .Superiours over thcir In- _— TT WY, 
feriours, yet 16 is not reaſtance; fince every one knows that 

reliltance ; is exerciſed betwern equais, as I have already proved, Sens areto. 
their Fathers in all the Rights of lite and (elf-preſervation : and conſeqently to 
judge when their Lives and Eſtates are nnjuſtly invaded. 

M. I muſt cenfcſs I am in a great doubt which will mo conduce to that 
great Lav you mention, (which-1 graat to be the Sum ot all the Laws of Na- 
rure) v7z, ot preſerving or proſecuting the common good of Mankind ; that 
Fathers ſhould have an :lolute irreiitible Power over the Lives and Fortunes: 

of their Children, let them uſe it how they will, or elſe that Children ſhould 
. have a Right to reliſt them in ſome caſes, when they go about to take away 
cither of them wirbour any juſt Cauſe: tor tho Town, that (if the former Prin- 
ciple be true) Parents may be ſometimes tempted to take away their Childrens 
Lives or Eſtates without any juſt Cauſe ; fo on the other fide it Children ſhall 
aſſume ſuch a Power to themſelves of judging when their Fathers do thus go a- 
bout, to invadceirher their Lives or Eſtates, it will (I doubt) lay a foundation 
for horrid confuſions and diviſions in Families, ſince if Children are under a. 
conſtant ſubjeCtion to their Fathers, they ought then to be abſolutely Subject 
to them in the State of Nature. and therefore ought not to be reſiſted : For if 
all Fathers, and Maſters of Farailies, are truſted by God withan abſolute Power 
of Life and Death over the Wife, Children, and Servants of the Family, as . 
your ſelf cannot deny, then noreliſtance of this abſolute Power can ſubſift with. 
the peace and tranquility of that Family, without the diminution or total de- 
ftraction, of that abſolute Power, with which they are intruſted, 

Andtho I admitthar Parents onght neither to uſe nor {ell rheir Children for, 
Slaves, not to take away either their Lives or Goods without great and ſufficient 
Caulz: yer of theſe Cauſes Fathers in the ſtate of Nature muſt be the only and 
uncoatrolable Judges; fince if Children (whoin I {till conſider as Subjects, rho-: 
not as Slaves in the State, as long as they continue members of their Fathers 
Family, ) ſhould once. have a Right to reſiſt, when they thought their Lives or - 
Eſtates were unjuſtly invaded ; they might alſo oftentimes through unduriful- 
neſs or falſe ſuggeſtions. pretend or ſuppoſe that their Farhers were mad,drunk . 
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ox in a paſſion, and went abont to take away their Lives, when really they in- 
tend no fuch thing, but only to give them due corretion : Which would give 
Children an unnatural power of reſiſting, or perhaps of killing their Fathers 
vpon falſe ſurmiſes or ſlight occaſions, RT 

And as this would introduce great miſchief and confuſion in privte Fami- 
lies, ſo would it likewife prove a Foundation of Rebellion againſt all Civil 
Powers whatſoever; if Subjects who are the ſame thing in a Kingdom, thar 
Children are ina Family, (in the State of Nature ) ſhould take upon them to 
refit their Prince when ever they rhink he goeth about to invade either their 
Lives or Fortunes, which would Ekewiſe ſerve to juſtify all the moſt horrid 
Rebellions in the World ; fince al Rebels whatſoever may or do pretend, thar 
their Live3, Liberties and Fertunes are unjuſtly invaded, when indeed they 
are not, and Likewiſe upon the leaſt hardſhip or injuſtice in this kind inflit- 
ed upon any private Subject, either by the Prince or his Miniſters, ( which 
abuſes and vielences do often happen even under the Beſt Governments, ) any 
ſuch private Perſon who ſhall think himſelf thus injured, may upon this prin- 
ciple rake up Arms, and endeayour to right or defend himſelf againſt ſuch 
violence, 'by which means undet pretence of ſecuring a few Men in theic Lives 
or Eſtates, whole Kingdoms (if ſuch Perſons can find follows enough) may be 

-calt into all the miſchiefs and confuſions of a Civil War, till the Prince and 
Government be quite deſtroyed. 

F, I muſt confeſs, the Arguments you now bring are the beſt you have yet 
produced, . fince they are drawn from tha: great and ccrtain Law of procuring 
the common good and peace of mankind. But, I hope I ſhall make ir plain 
ro you, that no ſuch terriþleconſequences will follow from the Principles I have 
already laid down, and therefore I muft firſt take notice that you have in your 
anſwer confounded two Powers together, which ought to be diltingiſhued in the 
State of Nature, (viz.) The Power which Fathers, as Maſters or Heads of Fa- 
milies,may exerciſe over the Lives of their Children or Servants whilſt they re- 
main” Members of their Family ; and that reverence and duty which Chilcren 
muſt always owe, their Fathers as long as they live, even afrer they become 


Fathers or Maſters of Families of their ewn, In-the firſt State, I have already - 


allowed, that ſuch Fathers, as Mafters of Families may Lawfully exerciſe a far 
greater Power over their Children, whilſt they are members of their Family, 
than they can when they are ſeperated from it, yet is not this Power in all Ca- 
ſes abſolute or irreſiſtible, as I have already proved ; and therefore I do in the 
firit place reſtrain this Right ot ſelf defence, only to ſuch Caſes, where a Father 
would take away a Sons life in a fit of drunkenneſs, madneſs or ſudden paſſion, 
without any crime committed or juſt cauſe given: which I alſo limit to a bare 
{elf defence, without injuring or taking away the life of the Father if it can poſſi- 
bly be avoided ; and in this Caſe if the Son, who is like to ſuffer this violence, 
may not jugge when his life is really in danger to be deſtroyed, becauſe he may 
pretend {o when really it is not. This isno juſt reaſon to overthrow ſo great a 
Right as ſelf Preſervation ; fince 3f this were a ſufticient objection, it would have 
the ſame force againſt all ſelf. defence whatſoever : For it doth often happen 
that wicked and unreaſonable Men will pretend that they were forced to take a- 
way the lives of others only to preſerve their own, when indecd it was altoge» 


. therfalſe and needleſs, and they only killed them to ſatisfy their own malice or ' 
paition, And therefore,as there is no reaſon that the abuſe of this natural Right 
ſhould be ulcd as an Argument againſt the ule of all ſelf defence by any Man 
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whatſoever, So likewiſe neither ought the like abuſe hereof by ſgme wicked 
Children to be brought as an Argument againſt its being made uſe of at all by 
others, who are never ſo unjuſtly aſſaulted, and in danger of their Lives from 
their Fathers violence, - If the firſt principle be true, (on which this is found- 
ed) that a Son may excerciſe this Right of ſelf-defence in ſucly Caſes, without 
any intrenchment upon his, Fathers Paternal Authority, or that Filial duty | 
and reſpect which he mult always owe him when ever he returns to him{elf, and 
will behave himſelf rowards him as becomes a Father, and not like an Enemy 
or Cut-throat, | 
And as for the quarrels and confufions, which you alledge may happen in 
Families between Fathers and Children, in caſe ſuch a liberty ſhould be allow- 
ed, thole inconveniencies will prove very inconliderable if you pleaſe to take 
Notice, That firſt I do not allow this Right of reſiſtance to be exerciſed by any 
Children before they attain to years of diſcretion. Secondly, that after they 
have attained totheſe ycars, no reſiſtance ought ts be made againſt a Father 
whilſt they remain part of their Fathers Family, but only in defence ef their 
own, their Mothers, Wives. and Childrens Lives ; ſincel grant,rthat a Son as 
long as he continues a member of his Fathers Family,ought to beſtow all his 
own labour for his Fathers profit,and cannot acquire any property either in Lands 
or Goods without his Fathers conſent : And fince you conceive this Right of ſelf- 
detence,if allowed to Children, would be the cauſe of fo great miſchiefs in Fami- 
lies, if Children ſhould have no Right to judge when their Fathers abuſcd their 
power oyer them ; let us a little confider on whick fide this abuſe is: moit likely 
to happen,for if you pleaſe but to look into the World, and ſurvey the Nature 
of Fathers and Children, and ſer the faults of the one againſt the other, you 
will find,(that as I confeſs, )it :5 the Nature e{ many Children to contradict and 
diſobey their Fathers Commands, and that moſt young people hate reſtraint, 
and love teo much liberty,and may ofteatimes un tE Fathers too harfſhor 
ſerere to them, when really they are net ; yet doth ſuch falſe ſurmiſes and dif- 
obedient aCtions ſeldom end, cither in abſolute reaſtance or taking away rheir 
Fathers lives by force, or if they do ſo, it is really duuc tor their owndetence, 
or whilſt they are aſſaulted by them in their own Lives, or tho: of their Chil- 
dren, but is commonly. acted privately to farifie their own revenge or malice, 
which I hold to be utterly unlawful, ſolikewiſe let us couiider 
on the other.ſide, thoſe temptations that Fathers lye under of P.x. Mp 41, 
injuring their Children, or taking away their Livcs, or uling | | 
them like Slaves, without any juſt Cauſe ; you'll find that they by.reaſon of their 
age, natural temper or infirmities, may be ealily tranſported 19 that degree of 
paſſion, that not conſidering the follies of Youth, they may oftentimes in their 
paſſion, either beat them fo cruelly, as utterly to diſable or maime them, or 
elſe tuke away their Lives for little or no Cauſe. And beſides, Farhers being of" 
ten covetous and ill-natured, ( which are the vices of, old age, ) may ( where 
there is no power overthem to reſtrain them from it) either keep them as Slaves 
themſelves, orelſe ſell them to others for that purpoſe, (as Ihavealready given 
you an example of the Negroes in Africa,) and which of thee two inconye- 
niencies are moſt likely to happen between Children and Parents in the State of. 
- Nature; I ſhould leave is to any indifferent Man to jndge between ns. And 
therefore I think, it more conduces to the good and peace of Families,and con- 
ſequent]y the happineſs and preſervation of Mankind, ( which are the end of all 
Laws )That Children ſhould be allowed theſe Rights(I have alrerdy laid _ 
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of aſſerting this Natural Liberty. from Slavery, and defending their Lives, and 
thoſe of their Wives and Children from the unjuſt violence of their Fathers 

than that they ſhould be left wholly at diſpoſal to be maimed, killed or 

ruined, when ever this coveteouſneſs, paſhon or malice may prompt them te 

it: , Sence if all Fathers were ſatisfied that their Children have a Right thus to 

- defend themſelves in theſe _ Cafes againft their unjuſt violence, it would bea 

means to make then act more catiouſly, and to behave themſelves with great- 

cr tenderneſs and moderation towards them, 

$0 thanto conclude, I utterly deny that theſe Principies I have here laid down, 

do at all tend to countenance Rebellion,or raiſing diſturbances in Civil Govrern- 

ments, ſince I cannor allow you have proved Parents to be Princes or Monarchs 

in the State of Nature, or that' Families, and Kingdoms or Commonwea!ths 

are all one :' Or if I ſhould grant them to be ſo, yet would it not therefore 

follow, that every private Subject in a Civil State hath the ſame Right rode- 

fend his life, or that of his Wife and Children, againſt the violence or injuftice 

of the Supream Pewers, as a Son may. have in the State of Nature todefend 

his life, &c. againſt his Fathers rage or violence ; fince I grant no particular 

+ Subject can contradi& or refiſt the Supream Pewer of the Lawfull Magiſtrate 

(however unjaſtly exerciſed) by force, without difturbing or at leaſt endanger- 
ing the quiet and happineſs of the whole Community, and perhaps the diſſo- 
lution of the Government it ſelf, which is againſt the duty, not only of a good 

SubjeQ, but alſo of an honeſt Moral Man, who will not diſturb the publick tran» 
quility for his own private fecurity or revenge, Burt 1n private Families the 
Caſe .is otherwiſe, and Chiklren may reſiſt their Father in the Caſes already 
put, without introducing either Anarchy or Civil War inthe Family ; ſince ir 
can ſcarce be preſumcd that either their Mother, Brothers or Siſters, will take 
part with a Son or Brother againſt their Hasband and Father, unleſs it ware that 
chey might thereby hinder him from committing murder, by defending their 
Son or Brothers life, when thus violently and without caufe aſſaulted 3 and if 
it ſhould ſometimes happen otherwiſe, yer this would be a much leſs miſchief, 
then thar out of this fear the Lives and Liberties of an innocent Wife and Chil- 
dren, ſhould ſuffer without cauſe by his drunkenneſs or paſſion. 

But as for the reſiſtance which Sons may make in the State of Nature, and 
when ſeparated from their Fathers Families, it is of a much larger extent {ince 
they may then nor only defend their own Lives,but alſo thoſe of their Wives and 
Children with their Efares againſt their Fathers unjuſt violence,  "Thd:1 do 
here likewiſe reſtrain this (c!f-defence, only to caſes of actual invaſion or aſzulr 
of ſuch Fathers, upon the Lives and Eſtates of his Children, in which cafes,l 
alſo abſolutely condemn all ations and proceedings done by way of prevention, 
before ſuch violence or allalut is a&tually begun to be made upon-them ; much 
lefs do I allow of any revenge or return cf evil for evil, by ſuch Chileren, when 
the danger isover ; finte however ſuch revenge -may be Lawful between Per- 
fons in the State of Nature, no ways related or oblieged to each other ; yet do 
I by no means allow the ſame Priviledge to Children againft their Parents, fince 
I look upon the obligation they have to them to be of ſo high a Nature, that 
it can never totally be cancelled, rho in thoſe caſes of ſelf-preſervation and de- 
fence they may be ſuſpended for a time, As if I owed my lite,and all thar I have 
to ſome great Perſon, who hath either ſaved the one, or beſtowed the orher up- 
on me, tho. I ſhonld be. very unduriful and ungrarful too, if upon his be- 
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injuries inthe ſame kind ; yet were I not therefore obliged to give np that Life 
and Eſtate he had before beſtowed upon me, when ever he thought fit, withour 
any juſt occaſion to take them away ; and I am cenfident that Reſiftance in theſe 
caſes, and with theſe reſtrictions, doth neither derogate from that Gratitude 
and Piety, which Children always ought to pay their Fathers, nor yet can tend 
to encourage cither Anarchy or Rebellion ; fince ſuch Sons when once married 
and are become Maſters or Heads of Families themſelves, they then ceaſe to 
be under their Fathers SubjeCtion as they were before, tho I confeſs they are 
always to-honour and reverence him according to Gods Command in all caſes, 
when they will deal with them as Fathers, and not as Enemics 

M, I ſhall no longer diſpute this Right of Reſiſtance in Chilgren in the Caſes 
you have put, {ance I ſee it is to little purpoſe to argue longer with you about 
it ; but this much I think is ſtill true, that all Supream Powers whatever,cannot 
without Rebellion and abſolute diſſolution of the Government be riſiſted by the 
Subje&; ſo thatif the Government of Fathers or Heads of Families be Supream 
as you ſcemto grant, that cannot be reſiſted neither, without bringing all things 
therein to Anarchy and confuſion, 

F. Pray give meleave Sir to interrupt you a little; Idefire you to remember 
that I donot allow the Power of Fathers or Maſters of Families to be any more 
then Oeconomical and not Civil Power, and I have already ſhewed you how 
Reſiſtance of ſuch a Power, when violently and unjuſtly exerciſed, may bere- 
fiſted without any Anarchy or confuſion in the Family ; bur as for Reſiſtance of 
Civil Powers in ſome Caſes, it is not the Subje@ of this diſcourſe, and there- 
fore I defire you would now mind the Subje& in Hand, and not paſs off to any 
- Other till we have diſpatcht this, ſo that I would rather if you have any freſh 
objections to make, that you would now da in, becauſe it groweth late. 

M. I mult cenfeſs ingenioufly, your Arguments have much ſtaggered me, 
fince I ſee great inconveniencies may happen on either ſide; - for if the Father 
or Maſter may be the fole Judg, when and how he may exerciſe this abſolute 
Poyer. I grant all thoſe miſchiefs may ſometimes fall out, which you have here 
ſet forth, ſo on the other fide if the Children may be Judges in their own caſe, 
thoſe evils may often happen, which I have already alledged: And therefore 
pray pardon me, if T am not too haſty in altering my opinion in this point 
without better conſideration ; but methinks you have not yer fully anſwered 
one of my main Arguments, to prove the Power of Life and Death ro proceed 
from God alone, and therefore muſt have been conferred as firſt on Adam, 
ſince no Man hath a Power over his own life, (as I ſaid before) and therefore 
cannot have it over that of others. | 

F. 1 thought I had already as goud as anſwered this doughty objection, when 
I had yielded to you, that neither private Men nor Maſters of Families have any 
Right to defend theis own lives, much leſs to take away thoſe of others,butas 
it is granted them by God in the Law of Nature, inorder to the procuring the 
great end of it, viz, the happineſs and propagation of Mankind, which Iown, 
could not in this lapſed and depraved State of Nature we now are in, long 
ſubſiſt without ſuch a Power, Yet I think I have already ſufficiently proved, 
that we. have no need to recur to I know not what divine Charter granted by 
Godto Adamor Noah, and from them derived to all Civil Magiſtrates that ever 
have been or ſhall be in the World, the conſequence of which would be, thar 
no Sentence of Death could be juſtly given againſt any Man, but in ſuch King- 
doms or Common-wealths, who own this Authority as conferred on them by 
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God in-Adam or Noah, from which they muft deride their Title to it; Now 
I defire you would ſhew me how many Kingdoms or Common-wealths there 
are in the World, whocver heard of, much leſs owned this Divine Charter, this- 
 finenotion, yea ſcarce reaching farther, than ſome few Divines and high Roy- 
 aliſts of our own Ifland. 

But be. it as it will, the Antecedent, or firſt Propoſition is not true, that no 
Man in any caſe whatibever hath power over his own life, and therefore nei- 
ther is your conſequence ; for | ſuppoſe, that for the ſame End for which the 
Civil Powers may take away another Man's life, viz. in order to the greater 
good of Mankind, (of which my Religion or Countrey isa part,) Iam like- 
wiſe Maſter of my;0vs, and may lay it down or expole it, when I think it 
can conduce fo z£1cacer goud than my ſingle life can amount to. ' And there- 
fore the Example oi Codrus the Athenian King is kighly celebrated by all an- 
cient Authors, and is not condemned by any Chriſtian Writer, that I know of, 
for Expoſing hinaſe!f to certain death to gain his Citizens rhe Victory, the loſs 
of which would have been the ruin of rhe $Srate. And inthe firſt Book of Mac- 
cabees, Chap.6.43. (which tho it be no: Canonical Scripture, yet is allowed: 
to be Read in our Churches, as containing Exampies of good manners,) you 
may Read,that Eleaz.ar the younger Brother of 7uaas Maccabers,is there high- 
ly commended for his valour in killing the Elephant, on which the ſuppoſed 
King -Antiochiz was mounted, that he-might thereby deſtroy him likewiſe, tho 
he might be aſſured of his own death by the Elephants falling upon him : And 
the zeal for the Chriſtian Religion amongſt the Primitive Chriſtians was ſo great- 
that we may read in Ter:ullian, and divers Ecclefiaftical Hiſtorians, of whole 

Troops of Martyrs, who tho unaccuſed, yet offered up their lives at the Heathen 
Tribunals to a voluntary Martyrdom; and farther, Euſebins him- 

Euſeb.l.8. ſelf, doth not condemn, but rather commends ſome Primitive 
cap. 12, Chriſtians, that being like to be taken by their Heathen Ferſecu- 
tors, caſt themſelves down head long from the rov of their Houſes, 

efteeming (as he their tells us) 84 certain Deati as an Atlanta; :e, becanſe they 
thereby avoided the cruelty and malice of their Perſec:tors, 1 cold likewiſe 
give you {if it were not two tedious /{everal other Ex- mples OL ctr Marten 
who have given up themſelves to certain Death to ſave iis Lives of: fome of 
their friends, or elſe of Chriſtian Biſhops, wiiom they luukr upon as more 
uſeful to the Church than themſelves, and which St. Pau] .unfelt docs likewiſe 
ſappoſe to be Lawtu], when he tells the-Romans, That the ſcarce- 

Rom, 5.0.17. ly for a Righteous Man would IN yet peradventure for a good 
Man ſome would even dareto de, (lat is a Man highly beneficial 

ro others. And the ſame Apoltle, in the lait Cha pter Gi: this Epiſtle, returns 
thanks to Priſcilla and Aquila, not only on his own behalt, bur alſy for all rhe 
Churches of the Gentiles, becauſe they had for his Life laid dqw? 1 iheir own 1 _ 
that is, hazarded their lives to fave his, and where ever they might havethus 
expoſed them, ſurely they might have loſt them too, And therctore [ think, 
I may with reaſon afhirm, that in moſt Caſes, where a Prince or Commonwealth 
may. command a Man to expoſc his Life to certain deſtruction for the publick 
good of his Religion or Countrey, he hath power likewiſe to do 1t of his own 
accord, without any ſuch command, the Obligation proceeding not only from 
the orders of his Superiour, but from that zcal and affeaion, which by the 
Laws of Godand Nature'he ought to have for his Rel: gion and Countr yY, Even 
beyond il the 6 OINO of his own Life, 
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M: Well, I confeſs, that this that” you havenow ſaid carries, ſome cold of 
reaſon with ir, and is more than I had conſidered before. . Buriprap reſalve me 
ane difficulty more,. which {till lies'upon my mind, | By'what! Authority..leſs 
than a Divine Commiſſion from God himſelf revealed in Scripture; do Supream 
Powers take upon them to make Laws? And: that under no. leſs penalty than 
Death it ſelf, againſt ſuch offences, as by the Laws of Nature do no ways de- 
ſerv Death, ſuch as Theft, Counterfiting the publick Coyn, with divers other 
offences, needleſs here to be reckoned up.- And if a Father (as you will not allow 
him)hath ne Right over the Lives or Peyſons of his Wife and Chitdren,.I cannar 
ſee how a Maſter of a ſeparate Family.can have.any ſuch Power, more than his 
Wife or any other of the Family; and rhe Scripture: ſeems ro'countenance this 
Power of puniſhing for Murder, to be in any thar will take it upon'them, and 
therefore you ſee Cain, faid, whoever meets me will ſlay me. And God tells 
Noah, whoever ſhedderh Mans Blood, by Maz ſhall his Blood be ſhed, without 
reftraining it toany Man particularly who is to do 1t. 

F. This Objettion is eafily anſwered, if you pleaſe to conſider, what you your 
ſelf did a good while fince urge to me, that'God endowed Adam with ſo'much 
Authority, as ſhould enable him to govern.his own Family.and. Children as long 
as he lived ; which I readily granted you, and I only differed in the manner 
of its deri vation, you affirming it to proceed from a Divine Charter or Granr, 
by Revelation conferred upon him by God, and I maintaining, that both he 
and. every other Maſter of a ſeparate \mily, derive it only from Gods Natural 
and not, Revealed Law, which'if it be well.proved, :ſuch Maſters of. Familics, 
4s 2l{o all Civil Powers (wv! hom 1 fappoſe to be clues with the Power of all ſuch 
Matters of Families or Frgeimon raken rogerher} may for the ſame end, (viz,) 
the good Government, 2nd Peace of their Families and Commonwealths,make 
Laws uaver no leſs a Penal:y +114 Neath it ſelf, again{t ſuch offences as by the 
Law of Nature donot Saks it, fince withour | ach a Power (the wickednefs 
of Man being come to this height ir is) no-Family or Commonwealth, could be 
long preſerved in Peace or ſafory, And therefore, Iſuppolſe you will nor affirm, 
but that ſuch a Maſter of a Family, may very well inihct any puniſhment leſs 
than Death for ſich Fences, which if they tind too gentle.to amend theſe 
crimes, they. may likewiſe for the fame reaſon encreaſe the puniſhments ordain- 
ed for iz, And therefore, I yield, that tho Theft doth nor in its own Nature 
deſerve Death, yet if rhe Matter of ſich a ſeparate Family ſhall find his Ghil- 
dren or Servants to be {o addicted to this vice, as not to beam<nded by any leſs -- 
puniſiments than Death, he may, for the quier of his Family, makea general 
Law, that whoſoev«r for the ſuture ſtall commir Thetr, ſhall ſuffer Death; and 


. I doubt not, but ſuch a Law when promalged, may be Lawtully Executed, 


ſince this Maſter of a Family is intruſted by God with the ſole Power of judging, 
not only what are crimes, bur alſo what are fir puniſhments for'them, fince 

oth are alike necefſary for the h:ppincls and preſervation of the Family, And 
] ſo tar agree with you, that ſuch Matters of Families, have as much Power over 
tre Lives of their Children and Servants, as the moſt avfolute Monarchs have 
over their SuvjeFs, that is, tortheir common good, and no farther, And upen 
the ſame Principles,doali Kings ane Common wealths inflict capital puniſhments 
for the Tranſgreſſion of all ſuch Laws, as do any way entrench upon the com- 
mon intereſt and ſafety of their People, and upon this ground, they may juſt- 
ly inflict no lefs puniſhments than Death, for Coyning vat falſe Money, which-. 


| is but a tort of Theft from the publick Treaſure of the Cemmanyealth,. And - 


| | —_ | | _ 


*M-<E  Bibliotheca Politica. 


the ſame- may be ſaid for all capital puniſhments ordained againſt other offences 
of the ſame Nature, .- 

--\M.,If Fathers or Maſters of Families are endued by God, (as you your ſelf 
now'own,) not only with this Power of Life and Death, for enormous crimes 
againſt the Laws of Nature, but alſo to. make new Laws, or ordain what: puniſh- 
- ments they pleaſe for ſuch offences, as they ſhall judg deſtructive to the quiet 

and DE: of their Families, I ſee no difference (notwithſtanding what you 
have hitherto ſaid to the contrary) between-Oeconomical and 
.'F. Pete F. ro. Civil Power.'[/For-if, we compare the Natural Rights of a Fa- 
. ther or Maſter, ;with:thoſe of « King or Monarch, we ſhall find 
them al one withour any difference at 411, but only in the latitude or extent of 
them: For as the Father or Maſter over one Family :: So a King, as a Father 
or Maſter over many Families, extends his care to Preſerve, Feed, Cloath, in- 
tru, and Defend the whole Common-wealth ; his War, his Peace, his 
Courts of. juſtice, and all his Acts of Soveraignty, tend only to preſerve and 
diſtribute to every Subordinate, and inferior Father and his Children, their 
| Rights'and Priviledges. Hath a Monarch Power to:make new Laws, and ap- 
point what puniſhments he will to enforce their Obſervation ? So alſo hath a 
' Father of a Family. Hath-an abſolute Prince Power to command or diſpoſe of 
' the Goods and Eſtates of his Subjets, :for their common quiet and ſecurity ? 
So alſo hath a Father or Maſter of a Family. So that'all the Duties of a King, 
are ſummed up in this Univerſal Fatherly care af his People; and if the Sove- 
raignty be the ſame, I cannotſee and Reaſon, why the Rights and Prerogatives 
of ir ſhould not be fr too, And therefore, if non reſiſtance againſt their Au- 
thority, be an unſeparable Prerogative of Soveraign Power, then if a Father 
or Maſter of a Family be endued with ir, he ought no more to be reſiſted, than 
. the moſt abſolute Monarch. 

F. I perceive your Head is very full of this Notion of the dintity of Naty- 
ral and Civil Power, or elſe you would never infiſt ſo long upon it as you do, 
after what I have proved to the contrary, And therefore, lince Iſce you look 
upon this as your topping Argument; 1 ſhall do my endeavour to ſhew you 
-more plainly the difference between them, For tho I grant, that ſuch Fathers 
or Maſters of Families, (as we here treat of,) are indned by God with divers 
Powers, which are Analogows, or perhaps the ſame with thoſe of a King or 
Monarch, that is, of defending their Familics as far as they-are ablefrom For- 
reign force and Domeſtick injuries, and of revenging and puniſhing all offences 
thar may prove prejucicial or deſiruRive to the Peace and Happineſs of their 
Families ; yet doth it not therefore follow, that the Government of private 
Families and Kingdoms are all one, fince they differ very much, not'only in 
their Inftirution, bur alfo in their End. For firſt, the Fatherly Power by the 
Law of: Nature, is ordained only for the Generation and Education of the - 
Children il] they come to be grownup; and his Anthority as a Father, is or- 
gdained by God only for thoſe Ends; and therefore this Relation of a Father is 
ſo inherent in him, that it can never be parted with, or aſſigned over to any 
| other,'ſo as' to make the Child er Son ſo Aſligned, to owe the ſame duty to 
. him. as he did to his Father. 

There is alſo, befides the Power of a Father, that of a Maſter, or Head of 
2 Family over his Children and Servants, whilſt they continue Members or 

' Subjefs of "ir, which Power I grant may be aſſigned, or made over to one, or 
; - more hens "_ ever ſuch Maſter hall think fit to inſtitute a Kingdom or 
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Commonwealth : Yet, as Dr. Sanderſon very well obſerves, this Power of a 
Maſter differs very much from that of the Civil Powers of a Kingdom or Com- 
monwealth, as well in the obje& as endof this Power. For frf?, the Power of 
2 Father is only over one fingle Family, whereas that of a Commonwealth is 
over divers Families, united under one Civil Head.” Secondly, in reſpect of 
the end, the Power of the Maſter is chiefly ordained for his'own intereſt and 
advantage, but that of rhe Civil Power, chiefly reſpeCts the good of the whole 
People or Community. Laftly, the Power of the Maſter of the Family,is only. 
for the maintaining his own Natural Property, in thoſe things which he hath 
acquired in the State of Nature, whereas one great endof Civil Government, is 
rointroduceand eſtablith Civil Property 1 in things, according to the Laws of 
the Commonwealth, and alſo to maintain it when ſo conftitured, To conclude, 
Fathers beget their Chileren, and Mafters acquire to themſelves Slaves and 
Servants, but it is from the conſent of Fathers or Maſters of ſeperate Families, 
that any fort of Civil Government commienced at firſt, ſo that the People at 
Firſt made Kings, and not the-Kings the People © And further, it is the duty of 
Fathers and Maſters to provide for their Children and Servants, but the People 
ought to provide fort their Kings, not only for their neceſſities, bur for their - 
Magnificence and: Grandure ; ſo that the Power of' Fathers and Maſters is 
Natural, whereas that of Kings and Repnblicks is Pokrical arid Artificial, as - 
proceeding from compacts or the conſents of divers Heads of Families or other 
Free-men.. And as Kingdoms and Families differ in the manner 'of their Intituri-. 
on, lo do they likewiſe in their ends, which is of a far larger extent in thelat-- 
ter than in the tormer, the maine deſign of inſtituting Kingdoms and Common- - 
wealths, bciore not only to defend their Subjets from ſach injuries or violence . 
that they may do each other, but chiefly by their united Forces, to Guard, 
them from the violence and invation of Foreign Encmics. A 
For tho 1 grant, it may be fometimes happen, that a Family may 'canfi{F6f \ 

ſo greaca number of Children, $:xvants or Slaves, as may make alittle Army, 
ſuch as Abraham's was when he made War againk the four Kings, yeris this . 
purely accidental, and not at all eflential to the being of a Family, which 1s : 
as perfect in a!l its conſtituted parts , if it conſiſts of three or four Perſons, 
as of three or four hundred, Whereas a Kingdom or Commonwealth cannot. 
ſubfift, unleſs it can cither by its own Power or united Forces, defend its. . 
Members from Foreign force and Invafiens:: So alſo in private Families, 'inthe 
State of Nature, "there can be no property acquired in Lands or goods by any 
'Members of it, without the Maſters expreſs will or permiſſion. Bur in all 
Civil Governments, the very wſtitution and prefervation of Civil Proper- 
ty was one ofiits chiefeſt ends, wi.:ch may be cafily proved by experience : Since 
in all Nations, where there is any property cither in Land or Goods, there it a .. 
neceſſity of ſome Civil Governmene ro-maintin iv. Whereas- in divers parts of 
Africa and America, where there ; 45 no. diſtinct property in Land, and where 
there are no other Riches, than- ercry-Man' s Cottage and Garden, with their . 
Hunting and Fiſhing Inſtruments; there is no 'necd of - -avy Common or Civil. . 
Power over them, higher than that ef Maſters or Fathers ef Families, who 
own no Superiority among themſelves, ualeſs it be when they go to War, and--_ 
then they chuſe our of their own numbers for their Captains or Leaders, thoſe 
. Whom they knew to be-ſtoureſt and moſt experienced, whoſe Power determines -- 
as ſoon as the War ccaſes, 
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can deſire, the Oc: conomicdl and, Civil Gorernment do. not differ/in: n-kipdy 
. but. in largeneſs or extent, yet will it-not follow, "that theretore it gt be in 
- all Caſes irrefiltable, lince1 think Fam able to prove; .tharno Power w levers, 
- (.except.that of: God himſclf, . can be.endued with this Prerogative) if once. it 
-/ goes, about ro fruſtrate, and deſtroy all the main-ends' of Government, { Viz) | 
:.the happineſ: 5 ind fafty of the Subjects; either by doyright deſtroying Tong 
, Or elſe by reducing them ta a congitiqn of Slavery and Miſery, as the Great 
Turk ules his Chriſtian SubjeQs. Burt to le: you ſte, I would dcal-fairly with 
you; I will diſcourſe this point of Adam's Soyeraigyity. nd farther, but Will at 
' preſent take it as, the Lawyers ſay, de bene ef7, gr tor granted, and.I dchre- 
* you would ſhew me in the next place when Adam dyed; by hat, Law; either 
Pivine or Natural, -Caiz or Seth (choſe which you will) could Command over 
all the rc{t. of his Brethren and their Deſcendants;. And ther: :J2a am, if. you 
could do this, what benefit chis Doctrine would. yield to: all Princes 1 and Srazes 
-at this day; or how. yauintend ro deduce a Title for th cm from Adam or. Neat, 
. of; any of their Sons -ro their reſpeftive Kingdoms, and Conſequently, to.an 
abfoluce Subjection of their Subjects, without which all- Joe Hypothelis will 
.fignifie nothing. 
M. 1 myll return. you thanks Sir for your eandid dealing, apd 1 for the etear 
pains youhave taken toenlighten my under ſtanding in this 1 m ortarit: queſtion. 
And tho A doubt, you haye laid gown Principles. not ſo ſui i iN to Gods Will 
revealed ; m_the Holy Scripture, . yet I will not. imput it to any want of ftycerity 
-in' your: {1E,. who I hope, . are fatisficd of the cruth of what you have main- 
" tained # ſs on the other fide, I deſire you' not to rake it u, if I cannot- leave 
.my- own opinion, which I have-always. hitherto looke upon, AS moſt” Tuifable 
to the DoGrine' of the. Church of 1g/zud,; and-to the PraQtice of the Primi- 
"-tive-Chnirech, and to the Laws of the Land, and mujt angie therein, till I 
# ' 7am: copyine'd 1.am it.an Error., Pit fine Lge" bg ave A Further Con= 
on With, you upun his inporcant Shbjcs: " prafikt 7 me know, wheny-we 
ſhalt mezt. agam, that I 11: 'QVc- td 76, 4M Hely Scripture as. well. -AS 
{.thole Anthors, 1 have peruſe: +. + tore 15 o Divine Right of Blood inſtitutcd 
\by God -for the Succeſſion of & +/+, whitty caumot without: a kind IT 
ledge, or-the higheſt Injuſtice, t» 2: Way Jrom the Right- Het, 5: 
F.. I kindly accept your, prefer, au 1f you pleaſe fl all. Diſcourle this im- 
portant Queſtion with you to Morrowin the. Eycning, if. Wow: eraſjons will 
.give,you- leave. 
 -M, Lexpett you berween ſeven and cight, 2d in the- ni6ag time Fai Your 
Servants wg 
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